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Tbe  joint  resolution  approved  on  August  13,  1833,  uiider  which 
following  work  is  priuted  is  as  follows: 

*' Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  Uomc  of  Reprcttentti lives  of  the  United  States  of  Ameri 
Congress  assembled,  That  tbero  bo  priiitod,  uiidur  Ibo  edit«>ri»l  obnri;e  of  Fra 
Wharton,  the  usual  number  of  copies  of  »  supplouiout  to  tlio  Digest  of  Internntli 
Law.  iiiiotod  under  joiot  1  solutiou  of  July  twouty-ei{;btb,  eighteen  huudre<l 
i}i};u.  .ix,  and  under  the  saK  ^  conditions  and  limitations  as  are  Imposed  in  said  i 
«ich  supplement  cou^a, 'uiug  the  diplomatic  correspondence  of  the  Anicr 
Revolution,  with  historical  and  'egal  notes;  and  (bat  there  be  printe<l,  in  ndditici 
said  U6U,k\  number,  two  thonsanu  *opics  for  the  use  of  the  Senate,  four  thousand  cc 
for  the  use  of  the  Honse  of  Kepr^  dntatives,  and  one  thousand  copies  for  the  ui 
the  Department  of  State.'' 

In  the  roi)ort  submitted  to  the  Senate  on  February  G,  1833,  by 
Committee  on  Printing,  on  which  the  above  resolutiou  in  its  origi 
form  was  based,  occur  these  passages : 

"A  knowledge  of  the  revolutionary  diplomatic  correspondence  of  the  United  St 
is  essential  to  the  understanding — 

•*(1)  Of  our  revolutionary  history. 

'*  (2j  Of  the  treaties  executed  during  and  at  the  close  of  the  Revolution,  which  ( 
jn  a  largo  nioasure  the  banis  of  our  international  law. 

"This correspondence  is  to  bo  found  in  part  in  published  memoirs,  in  part  in  fai 
archives,  in  part  in  the  records  of  the  Department  of  State. 

**A  portion  of  the  latter  records  was  published  by  Mr.  Sparks,  under  resolutio 
Congress  of  March  27,  1818;  but  in  this  imblication  Mr.  Sparks  omitted  letters 
portions  of  letters  tending  to  show — 

**(I)  The  movement  of  French  politicians  in  1776  to  supersede  Washington  by  1 
slial  Broglie. 

"(2)  The  movement  by  American  politicians  in  177G-'77  to  induce  Washingt 
withdrawal  and  to  have  Franklin  recalled  from  Paris. 

**  (3)  The  atrocities  of  British  troops  and  of  refngccs  in  the  United  States  put 
ward  by  our  diplomatists  as  a  claim  against  Great  Britain  and  a  sct-olf  against  1: 
ish  claims  for  indemnity  to  loyalists. 

'*Aside  from  these  systematic  omissions,  important  piissagcs  were  dropped,  shov 
tbo  extent  to  which  the  fisheries,  prior  to  the  Revolution,  were  controlled  by  An 
can  fishermen;  and,  what  is  still  more  important,  bow  general  was  the  undeiritf 
iug  between  the  negotiators  that  the  treaty  of  ilSZ-ti',)  was  a  treaty  not  of  conecs 
by  Great  Britain,  but  of  partition,  under  which  the  United  States  retained  all 
territorial  rights  previously  possessed  by  them  in  North  America  when  part  of 
British  empire.  y  • 

•*Mr.  Sparks,  in  oiimiuatiugfrom  the  correspondence  the  piwssages  showing  the 
trigaea  against  V'ashington,  was  no  doubt  governed  by  his  veneration  for  Wash 
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^be  joint  resolution  approved  on  August  13,  1888,  iHuler  which  the 
following  work  is  priutcd  is  as  follows: 

'*Bc8olc€d  hif  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  Uniltd  Stales  of  America  in 
Congress  tusembled,  Tliat  tlioro  bo  priiitod,  uih1i:l'  tlio  uilit«>riul  charf^o  of  Francis 
Wharton,  the  usual  number  of  copies  of  a  supplotuout  to  the  Digest  of  Internatioual 
Law.  piiatod  under  joint  1  solution  of  July  twenty -eighth,  eighteen  hundred  and 
uiKu:  .1^1  and  under  the  saK  "^  conditions  and  limitations  as  are  imposed  in  8«*iid  reso- 
tich  supplement  contiy  *niug  the  diplomatic  correspondence  of  the  American 
Kovoiution,  with  historical  and  'cgal  notes;  and  that  there  be  printed,  in  addition  to 
said  USU.U  number,  two  thousand  'opies  for  the  use  of  the  Senate,  four  thousand  copies 
for  the  use  of  the  House  of  Uepre  dntatives,  and  one  thousand  copies  for  the  use  of 
the  Department  of  State." 

In  the  report  submitted  to  the  Seuate  on  February  G,  1888,  by  the 
Committee  ou  Printing,  on  which  the  above  resolution  in  its  original 
form  was  based,  occur  these  passages : 

*'A  knowledge  of  the  revolutionary  diplomatic  correspondence  of  the  United  States 
is  csRenti.al  to  the  understanding — 

"(I)  Of  our  revolutionary  history. 

*•  (2;  Of  the  tnmtics  oxocutod  during  and  at  the  closo  of  tlio  Revolution,  which  form 
in  a  largo  nicnsuro  tliu  ba^is  of  our  international  law. 

"Tliiscorrcspondoiico  is  to  bo  foiiiid  in  part  in  publi^licd  memoirs,  in  part  in  family 
archives,  in  part  in  Mio  records  of  the  Department  of  State. 

"A  portion  of  the  latter  records  was  publisliod  by  Mr.  iSpjirks,  under  resolution  of 
Congress  of  March  27,  1818;  but  in  this  publication  Mr.  Sparks  omitted  letters  and 
portions  of  letters  tending  to  siiow — 

**(l)  The  movement  of  French  politicians  in  177G  to  supersede  Washington  by  Mar- 
shal Hroglie. 

*'(2)  The  movement  by  American  politicians  in  177()-'77  to  induce  Washington's 
withdrawal  and  to  have  Franklin  recalled  from  Paris. 

**  (3)  The  atrocities  of  British  troops  and  of  refugees  in  the  United  States  pnt  for- 
ward by  onr  diplomatists  iis  a  claim  against  (Jreat  liritain  and  a  set-olf  against  Hrit- 
isli  claims  for  indemnity  to  loyalists. 

''Aside  from  those  systematic  omissions,  important  jiassjvgcs  were  dropped,  showing 
the  extent  to  whicli  the  lisheries,  prior  to  the  Ivovolcition,  were  controlled  by  Anu-ri- 
caii  lishernien ;  and,  what  is  still  more  important,  how  general  was  tlio  undeistand* 
ing  between  tlio  negotiators  that  the  treaty  of  1782-'8;l  was  a  treaty  not  of  concession 
by  Great  Britain,  but  of  partition,  under  which  the  United  States  retained  all  the 
territorial  rights  previously  possessed  by  them  in  North  America  when  part  of  the 
British  empire.  -'  » 

"Mr.  Sparks,  in  eliminating  from  the  correspondence  the  p.'wssagcs  sliowing  tlio  in- 
trigues against  V.'^^shiug ton,  was  no  doubt  governed  by  his  veneration  for  Washing- 
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tou.  Bufi  reports  of  these  intrigues  came  afterwards  t^i  the  public  ear  from  other 
sources.  While,  as  thus  imperfectly  pruseuted,  they  failed  to  cshibit  (what  the  full 
correspondence  shows)  that  nnicxue  majesty  of  Washington,  which  compelled,  those 
who  intrigued  against  him.  when  they  cauio  into  his  presence  and  saw  him  in  the 
solitude  of  his  grandeur,  if  not  to  become,  as  was  the  case  with  De  Kalb,  loyal  adher- 
ents, at  least  to  sullenly  acquiesce  in  a  supremacy  they  were  forced  to  concede. 

''Mr.  Sparks'  excision  of  other  material,  so  important  to  us  both  in  applying  history 
and  construing  treaties,  may  be  attributed  to  what  we  now  must  consider  his  wrong 
conception  of  the  duties  of  a  reproilucor  of  public  documents.  Now  we  feel  that  in 
printing  such  documents  wo  must  give  them  entire,  or,  if  we  omit,  to  note  the  omis- 
sions. Mr.  Sparks,  on  the  other  hand,  omitted  whatever  he  thought  it  was  unneces- 
sary or  impolitic  to  iiriut;  and  he  left  no  sign  whatever  to  show  that  any  omission 
was  made.  Hence,  by  leaving  out  a  salient  point,  the  meaning  of  the  dooument  is 
entirely  changed ;  as,  for  instance,  in  Silas  Deane's  letter  of  December  G,  1776,  a  state- 
ment that  Do  Kalb  goes  to  America  in  connection  with  a  suggestion  that  Broglio  be 
commander-iu-chief  is  turned  into  a  mere  letter  of  introdaction  by  catting  out  all 
that  relates  to  the  character  of  De  Kalb's  mission. 

''No  doubt  supposed  want  of  interest  was  the  ground  of  many  of  Mr.  Sparks'  omis- 
sions. But  the  unreliability  of  such  a  test  is  illustrated  by  the  fact  that,  among  the 
passages  thus  dropped  by  him,  those  relating  to  the  fisheries  and  to  the  partition 
feature  in  the  treaty  of  peace  have  become  of  all  others  the  most  important  in  our 
ponding  controversies  with  Great  Britain. 

"  But  Mr.  Sparks  did  not  confine  himself  to  omissions.  Ho  changed  words  through- 
out the  correspondence  so  as,  in  innumerable  cases,  to  alter  the  style;  in  others,  to 
alter  the  sense.    Of  these  chauges  the  following  are  a  few  illustrations : 


"  Galleons  which  have  been  impatiently 
expected."    (Franklin.) 

"Negotiations  relative  to  the  prelimina- 
ries."   (Franklin.) 

"Some  how  or  other."    (Livingston.) 

"  Wish  to  know."    (Livingston.) 

"Appropriation  of  each  State."  (Living- 
ston.) 

"Argumcuts  taken  from  treaties."  (Liv- 
ingston.) 

"Lengthy."    (Livingston.) 

"  He  (Arnold)  sconis  to  mix  as  naturally 
with  that  polluted  court  (England) 
as  pitch  with  tar."    (Franklin.) 

"George  IIFs  character  for  falsehood  and 
dissimulation."    (Franklin.) 

"Balance  of  the  soldiers  in  our  hands." 
(Livingston.) 

"Any  civilized  people."  (Franklin,  when 
speaking  of  England's  spoliations  as 
unworthy  of,  etc.) 

"While  in  the  minority."     (Franklin.) 

"  Evacuate  their  posts."    (Livingston.) 

"  I  think  the  best  answer  will  be  the  boy's 
reply  to  Pope's  God  mend  mc." 

"Necessity  of  which"  measures  of  Con- 
gress.    (Adams.) 


"Galliots  which  have  been  patiently  ex- 
pected."   (Sparks,  ii,  43.) 

"Negotiations  relative  to  the  plenipoten- 
tiaries."   (Sparks,  ii,  171.) 

"By  any  meana"    (Sparks,  ii,  181.) 

"  Like  to  know."    (Sparks,  ii,  184.) 

"Proportion  of  each  State."    (Sparks,  ii, 
188.) 

"Agreements     taken     from     treaties." 
(Sparks,  ii,  lUO.) 

"Loug."    (Sparks,  ii,  208.) 

Left  out  by  Sparks,  ii,  226. 


Left  out  by  Sparks,  ii,  271. 

"  Remainder  of  the  soldiers  in  oar  hands." 
(Sparks,  ii,  387.) 

"Any    individual  people."    (Sparks,   ii, 
3'J4.) 

"  While  in  the  ministry."  Sparks,  ii,  400.) 
"  Evacuate  their  ports."  (Sparks,  ii,  441.) 
Omitted  by  Sparks,  ii,  426. 

"  Sincerity  of  which."    (Sparks,  ii,  576. ) 
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''Snbminioo  to  Parliament.''    (Adams.) 

"Whether  any  (loan)  may  bo  procured 
time  must  discover.  /  confe»%  I  hatt 
•9  very  §anguine  hopr^.**    (Adams.) 

"This  connection  (between  Holland  and 
Uniteil  States)  will  not  probably 
show  itself  in  a  publio  mantter  before 
a  peace/'  etc.     (Adams. ) 

"All  the  maritime  commerce  of  lower 
Germany."    (Adams.) 

"Four  hundred  leagues '^  Journey,  etc., 
our  health  was  ''several  times  much 
affected."    (Adams.) 

"I  have  now  rery  sangniue  hopes  that  a 
solid  treaty  will  soon  be  concluded 
with  Spain."    (Adams.) 

Congress  ''shonld  have  the  earliest  infor- 
mation of  these  things."    (Adams.) 

"Treachery  and  falsehood."  ( La  Fayett e, 
speaking  of  certain  British  state- 
ments.) 

"Lords  Camden,  EflSngham,"  etc.,  "are 
clearly  and  decidedly  for  it  (inde- 
pendence). The  rest  of  the  patriots 
are  for  independence  on  certain  provi- 
•Mft,  aneh  a»  England  to  retain  a  nom- 
inal sovereignty,"    (AdauiS.) 

"  Thoy  have  not  more  than  four  tliouHaud 
regular  troops  in  Ireluinl,  and  these 
chielly  liorso ;  nor  more  than  ten  thou- 
sand in  England f  and  these chiejly  horse.'* 
(Adams.) 

Iq  the  ship  of  war  Auvcrgno,  ''  Colonel 
Comiiiaudant  tho  ViBooiiiit  do  I^avnl, 
and  in  se^iond  the  Count  dc  Lanieth.*' 
(Adams.) 

"A  most  important  declaration;"  "one 
would  think  it  iniposuiblo  that  one 
man  of  sense  in  tho  world  could  nc- 
riously  believe  tliat  wo  could  thus 
basely  violate  our  faith ^  tlniH  unrea- 
sonably quarrel  with  our  best  rrlouds 
(France),  and  madly  a(tach  ourscIvoH 
to  our  bitterest  eueunos."     (Adams.) 

"Iler  (Kuglaud's)  present  exhausted  and 
ruined  condition."    (Adaiun.) 

'*  He  (Rodney)  hod  to  expect  to  mexit  tlio 
whole  Spanish  squadron  at  Ca<liz, 
and  in  those  seas,  and  he  had  reason  to 
expect  that  a  strong  squadron  from  Brest 
would  follow  hiui." 


"Subjugation  to  Parliament."    (Sparks, 

ii,  5S1.) 
Passage  in  italics  omitted  by  Sparks,  ii, 

582. 

Words  in  italics  omitted  by  Sparks,  ii, 
592. 


Word  **  maritime"  left  out  by  Sparks,  ii, 
597. 

''Five  hundred  leagues"  Jonrnoy,  etc., 
our  health  was  ''several  times  af- 
fccteil."    (Sparks,  ii,  C27.) 

"I  have  now  very  solid  hopes  that  a  treaty 
will  soon  bo  concluded  with  Spain." 
(Sparks,  ii,  028.) 

Congress  "should  have  the  exactest  in- 
formation of  these  things."  (Sparks, 
ii,  (OO.) 

"Misrepresentations."  (Sparks,  ii,  632.) 
(In  this  letter  of  a  page^iSparks  has 
made  eleven  other  changes.) 

"Lords  Camden,  Fniugham,"  etc.,  "are 
clearly  and  flistinctly  for  it,"  etc. ; 
"tho  rest  of  the  patriots  are  for  sover- 
eignty." (Sparks,  ii,  662,  omitting 
passage  in  italics.) 

Paasage  in  italics  omitted  by  Sparks,  ii, 
(K>2. 


"Colonel  coniuiaiidaut  the  Viscount  de 
LavH.  Words  in  italics  left  out. 
(Si»arkM,  ii,  (KIO.) 

Sparks  clianjjes  (ii,  072-3)  "most  im- 
portant" to  "decided,"  "faith"  to 
"truth,"  and  "bitterest"  to  "bellig- 
erent." 


Words  in  italics  loft  out  by  Sparks,  ii, 
073. 

Passage  in   italics  omitted.     (Sparks,  ii, 
075.) 


VI 


PBEFAGB. 


The  Da  tell  "ni&y  overleap  the  bounds 
of  these  privileges  as  to  he  nndutek" 
ified,"    (Adams.) 

"lu  so  immeuse  an  army  (the  Irish  vol- 
unteers of  1780),  composed  of  so  many 
parties  which  one  would  suppose  dis- 
cordant.''   (Adams.) 

*' There  is  not  enough  of  religion  of  any 
kind  among  the  people  in  power  in 
England  to  make  the  Americans  very 
fond  of  them."    (Adams. ) 

"Ambition  and  avarice  at  last  predom- 
inated over  every  passion  of  his  heart 
and  principle  of  his  mind."   (Adams. ) 

"  Without  a  superiority  of  naval  force, 
New  York  will  never  be  taken."  (Ad- 
ams.) 


"Qarrisons  of  all  their  posts.  ^  *  • 
They  have  in  Halifax  and  the  other 
posts  of  the  province,"  etc.   (Adams. ) 

"  It  is  reported  that  they  denied."  (Ad- 
ams.) 

''A  force  of  sixty  thousand  men."  (Ad- 
ams.) 

''The  combined  powers"  (France  and  the 
United  States).    (Adams.) 

**Tbe  same  reasons  determined  me  to  com- 
municate uothiug  to  the  regency," 
etc.    (Adams.) 


**/  with  1  could  give  hopes  of  apeedg  $Hcce8$ 
in  ihit  huaineaB  (loan  in  Holland),  but 
I  fear,"  etc, 

''Ho  (Mr.  Laurens)  is  ill  of  a  lax,  much 
emaciated,  and  very  much  invective," 
etc. 

"Experience  domonstrat<?s  at  this  day 
in  Kiu'ope  what  dependence  is  to  be 
placed  upon  such  militia." 


"Posture  of  defense."    "A  manner  the 
most  affectiouate."    (Adams.) 


Words  in  ifcalios  omitted.  (Sparks^  ii, 
701.) 

"  In  so  innocent  an  army,  composed  of  so 
many  discordant  parties.''  (Sparks, 
ill,  14.) 

"  There  is  not  enoagh  religion  of  any  kind 
among  the  great  in  England  to  make 
the  Americans  very  fond  of  them. 
(Sparks,  iii,  74.) 

"Ambition  and  avarice  at  last  predomi- 
nated over  every  principle  of  his 
mind."    (Sparks,  iii,  145.) 

"  Without  a  sniieriority  of  naval  force, 
clear  and  indisputable,  New  York  will 
never  be  taken."  (Sparks,  iii,  179.) 
(In  this  letter,  which  is  one  of  great 
historical  importance,  Mr.  Sparks  has 

made  more  than  fifty  changes.) 

• 

"Garrisons  of  all  their  ports.  •  •  • 
Tliey  have  in  Halifax  and  the  other 
ports  of  the  province,"  etc.  (Sparks^ 
iii,  181.) 

"  They  denied."    (Sparks,  iii,  214.) 

"A  force  of  forty  thousand  men."  (Sparks, 
iii,  215.) 

"The combined  forces."  (Sparks,  iii,  219. ) 

"I  then  inquired  whetlier  it  would  be 
proper  to  communicate  anything  to 
the  regency,  etc.,  and  I  was  advised 
ogainst  it,"  etc.  (Sparks,  iii,  240.) 
(In  this  and  the  next  letter  more 
than  thirty  alterations  are  made  by 
Sparks. ) 

Wo  ds  in  italics  left  out  by  Sparks,  iii,  2G2. 


"He  is  sick  with  a  cholera,  much  ema- 
ciated, and  very  much  incensed,"  etc. 
(Sparks,  iii,  2GI.) 

Italics  left  out,  and  also  a  page  describing 
the  atrocities  of  a  Hritish  invasion  of 
Holland,  with  over  thirty  other  al- 
terations made  in  the  same  letter. 
(Sparks,  iii,  280.) 

"  State  of  defense."  "A  manner  the  most 
friendly."    (Sparks,  iii,  305.) 
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Lands  borderfngoulheMiidporl  *  *,  ,f 
merehftDU,  Iketon^  «iid  oommiwIiMi- 
fitv  wM  whl  All  aerre  imiietiuilly.'' 
(8»Ma^  Ul,  400*) 


"-■^.i 


(8p«rk%  Ui,  43G.) 

•J 

PmBage  in  ItoliM  lefl  oat.    (S|^ack%lll, 
689.) 


PMMife  in  iMtotloftoai,  and  in  UteaauA 
latler  twenty  or  more  otlier  ebanfts. 
(tlparka,  iii,  G51.) 


''WieonliiieMa  aloaa  would  be  aoMoieat 
la  auilEa  Um  ai^  itf  jUimtrp  JhmrMf 
md  §9  widk$  a  larival  of  the  brig fif 
daya  wbleh  preoeded  tbe  peaee  of 
MmM^ar.*   {iidaiiia.) 

**GanalB  Wrdering  Qfon  ilie  aaid  port 
*  *  *  aiefobanti»liMton,aodeoai- 
nialloiian  who  will  all  aanra  faltb* 
fidljr  and  wHb  the  fiaataal  poneta* 
allljr.*    (Ada«a.) 

'*lWielae  eferjr  Aaieriean  ▼easel  whoao 
papeiaand  *  *•*  deatlnation ahalii'' 
ale.    (Adama.) 

"I  seed  not  anggeat  to  yon  the  nae  that 
dioald  bo  auido  of  tbfa  htlbrfliation. 
r9mwlUm$  al.aaet  iluUUUm^toH 
hmrkd  ar  pmtmitd;  tJM  U  aftaaTd  H 
ikcotMnd  »al  ael  mtplmged,"  (B.  B. 
LiWngatoB.) 

Ailw  BotioiDg  the  ebaige  Uiat  oerlain 
letters  of  hia  bad  glTon  offense  to 
nnooe:  "I  har§  long  $lmc$  leamdi 
Ikmt  •  aiaa  au^  flta  §rmi  9jfimmiKm§ 
fU  taeeted.  3!k$  imrg  aiaatara  ntem* 
mrg  fgr  tmeemt  aiaf  M  fr$limiti  W 
film  tgmmJ'   (Adama.) 

''8sBMmad  plan  of  AneriaanTieeroyai" 
•  eke.    (Adams.) 

"Noihing  but  thai  well  hove  harpoon  iron 
thrown  hif  a  Cape  Cod  whaleman,  tbo 
memorial  of  the  19th  of  April/' 
"could  ever  have  prevented  this 
republio  from  making  a  separate 
peace/'  etc.    (Adams. ) 

"Tbe  court  probably  knew  that  we  are 
instructed  against  it,  and  that  Con- 
greee  are  iuetructed  against  it."  (Ad- 
ams. ) 

"The  compliments  that  have  been  paid 
mo  since  my  arrival  in  France,  upon 
my  success  iu  Holland,  would  be  con- 
sidered as  a  curiosity  if  committed  to 
writing."  (A  series  of  them  follows. ; 
(Adams.) 

"As  a  rule  also  all  words  that  seeniud  to  the  editor  to  bo  coarse  or  uudigoilied  are 
changed. 

*'ThuB,  to  'digest'  topics  appears  in  print  as  'consider'  topics. 

"  Mr.  Laurens,  in  the  mauuscript,  has  the  '  lax.'    In  the  print  this  is  '  cholera.' 

"Mr.  Liviugstoii,  in  a  letter  to  La  Fayette,  speaking  of  tho  now  nniforniN,  says: 

'Yon  will  be  oharmed  to  see  our  countrymen  well  dressed,  since  you  used  to  admire 

them  even  in  their  naked  beauties.'    'Naked  beauties'  is  changed  to  'rags,'  while 

an  allnsiou  to  La  Fayutto's  wife  expecting  the  birth  of  a  ohihl  is  left  out,  and  so  is  a 

xaference  by  Arthur  Leo,  iu  a  coniidcntial  letter,  to  a  Spanish  diplomat iat  as  an  '  old 


''Soma  bad  plan/' ala.   (8pttritt»Ui,6G9^) 

Passage  iu  italics  omitted  by  Sparks,  iii, 
639. 


Passage  iu  italics  omitted  by  Sparks,  iii, 

086. 


Omitted  by  Sparks,  iii,  01)7,  but  given  in 
John  Adams'  Works,  iv,  306. 
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woiuau.'  Style  souietiines  may  bo  substance.  At  all  events,  when  cUaugee  are  mad6» 
iboy  sbouM  bo  noted.  But  in  the  niultitudo  of  ohangos  made  by  Mr.  Sparks,  amoant- 
ing  somotitncB  to  a  dozen  on  a  page,  tbero  is  not  one  case  in  which  there  is  any  thing 
to  indicate  that  the  cbauge  was  made."  * 

In  the  following  pages  the  text  of  our  diplomatic  correspondeQce,  80 
far  as  it  is  contained  in  the  Department  of  State,  is  given  in  its  integ- 
rity.   Free  use  has  also  been  made  of  the  following : 

The  Wn8liin;i:ton,  Franklin,  and  Mtulison  papers,  deposited  in  tbe 
Department  of  State  or  published  by  editors  thereof. 

The  Franklin  correspondence,  in  the  custody  of  the  American  Philo* 
Rophical  Society  at  Philadelphia. 

The  papers  of  Samuel  Adams  and  of  other  revolutionary  statesmen, 
ill  the  possession  of  Mr.  Bancroft. 

The  papers  of  John  Paul  Jones,  in  the  library  of  Congress. 

The  papers  of  Arthur  Lee,  of  which  part  is  In  the  custody  of  Harvard 
College,  part  in  that  of  the  American  Philosophical  Society,  part  in 
that  of  the  University  of  Virginia. 

The  papers  of  John  Langdon,  copies  of  which  are  in  the  Sparks  Col- 
lection in  the  library  of  Harvard  College. 

The  published  papers  of  John  Adams. 

The  papers  of  John  Jay,  as  far  as  contained  in  his  life,  by  his  son, 
together  with  letters  of  Jay  which  have  elsewhere  appeared. 

Gibbes'  Documentary  History  of  the  American  Bevolution. 

The  Force  Collection,  in  the  Department  of  State. 

Papers  relative  to  our  diplomacy  intercepted  by  the  British  during 
the  war,  and  by  them  published  (sometimes,  however,  in  a  corrupted 
state)  in  English  papers  or  in  Bivington's  New  York  Gazette.  Of  our 
revolutionary  transatlantic  correspondence  one  third  never  reached  its 
destination,  being  intercei)ted  and  placed  in  the  British  archives.  It 
is  hoped  that  elTorts  will  be  made  to  procure  copies  of  these  papers  to 
lill  up  the  gaps  in  our  own  records. 

The  Laurens  Papers,  as  published  by  the  South  Carolina  Historical 
Society  and  by  the  Bradford  Club. 

Materials  for  History,  by  Frank  Moore. 

Diary  of  the  American  Bevolution,  by  Frank  Moore. 

Revolutionary  documents  in  the  possession  of  Ferdinand  J.  Dreer, 
esq.,  of  Philadelphia. 

Uovolutionary  documents  published  in  the  New  England  Historical 
and  Genealogical  Register,  in  the  Magazine  of  American  History',  in 
the  Pennsylvania  Magazine  of  History  and  Biography,  and  by  the  his- 
torical societies  of  the  several  States. 

*  In  rcprintinj;  tbo  above  several  errors  of  the  press  have  been  corrected.  Among 
tlio^  mistranslations  is  that  of  the  famous  letter  of  the  Pope's  Nuncio  on  July  23,  1783, 
to  Franklin,  in  which  a  courteous  inquiry  whether  Congress  (in  view,  probably,  of 
prior  an ti -papacy  cohinial  legislation)  would  object  to  the  settlement  of  a  friendly 
Kuman  Catholic  bishop  in  the  United  States,  is  changed  into  a  request  that  Congress 
would  elect  and  appointisuch  a  bishop.     (Sparks,  ii,  478.) 
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Docaments  published  iu  Gircoart's  translation  of  Mr.  Banoraft's  His* 
tory,  by  Mr.  Bancroft  in  his  own  works,  and  by  De  Witt  in  bis  work  on 
JeffiMTSon. 

D^iol's  Histoire  de  la  Participation  de  la  France  a  I'lStablissement 
d'Am^riqne,  Ooirespondance  Dfplomatiqney  et  DocnmentSi  of  which  the 
third  Tolnme  appeared  in  December^  1888. 

Transcripts  from  the  Lansdowne  manuscripts  and  from  the  archives 
of  foreign  courts,  in  the  possession  of  Mr.  Banorofti  at  Washington, 
and  in  the  Sparks  Ck>ilection  in  the  library  of  Harvard  OoUege.  For 
the  use  I  have  been  permitted  to  make  of  these  valuable  collections  I 
desire  to  make  particular  acknowledgment  Mr  Bancroft  has  in  the 
kindest  way  given  me  the  aid  not  only  of  his  excellent  library,  but  of 
his  own  authoritative  and  admirable  Judgment  on  matters  connected 
with  our  histoiy. 

To  Mr.  Wiusor,  librarian  of  Harvard  Oollege,  to  the  professors  of 
the  University  of  Virginia,  and  to  the  officers' of  the  Historical  Society 
and  of  the  American  Philosophical  Society  at  Philadelphia,  I  desire  to 
make  my  particular  acknowledgments  for  their  courtesy  in  permitting 
.me  to  examine  the  historical  manuscripts  in  their  custody.  I  have  also 
derived  much  valuable  assistance  from  Mr.  Oharles  Deane,  of  0am- 
liridge,  through  whom  I  have  been  able  to  obtain  information  as  to 
papers  in  the  archives  of  the  Massachusetts  Historical  Society. 

Mr.  Sparks,  however  much  we  may  dissent  from  his  views  as  to  the 
xigbt  of  an  editor  to  change  the  words  of  his  text  and  to  i^ke  from  it 
-what  be  conceives  should  not  be  published,  deserves  a  high  tribute  for 
the  generous  zeal  with  which  he  collected  and  preserved  masses  of  im- 
portant manuscripts  relative  to  our  history,  and  for  the  judiciousness, 
fairness  and  patriotic  spirit  by  which  the  opinious  expressed  by  bim 
are  marked.    And  it  is  but  just  to  say  that  the  suppression  of  a  large 
part  of  the  passages  omitted  by  liira,  coniprisiiig  those  relating  to  the 
barbarisms  of  the  revohitiouary  war,  aud  those  bearing  on  then  pend- 
ing issuer,  may  have  been  directed  by  the  President,  under  stress  of  the 
resolution  of  March  27, 1818,  so  as  to  avoid  touching  wounds  still  sore, 
or  embarrassing  negotiations  then  in  progress.    Personal  considera- 
tions, also,  may  have  induced  the  omission  of  passages  reflecting  on 
eminent  men,  who  in  18L6  were  still  alive  or  were  but  recently  deceased. 
Those  reasons  no  longer  exist    It  is  due  not  only  to  historic  trutb,  but 
to  the  full  vindication  of  those  great  men  by  whom  our  Bevolution  was 
led,  that  their  diplomatic  correspondence  should  now  be  given  as  written 
by  themselves.  F.  W. 

Febbuabv,  1889. 

II  WH. 


A  BRIEF  SKLHCH  OF  THE  LIFE  OF  FRANCIS  WHARTON. 


BY 

John  Bassett  Moore. 


The  illustrious  editor  of  the  work  now  given  to  the  public  was  denieil 
the  privilege  of  seeing  more  than  a  fragment  of  it  in  print.  Ue  died 
at  the  moment  when  lie  had  finished  its  preparation  for  the  press,  and 
before  the  proofs  of  the  first  volume,  as  it  now  stands,  had  been  com- 
pleted ;  and  it  fell  to  others  to  supervise  the  work  of  publication.  This 
duty  was  im])osed  by  resolution  of  Ck)ngress  upon  the  present  writer, 
as  literary  executor  of  the  deceased  editor,  and  has  been  discharged 
strictly  within  the  scope  of  the  authority  conferred  by  the  resolution. 
With  the  exception  of  clerical  corrections  in  the  citation  of  authorities 
and  in  the  noting  of  references,  no  departures  have  been  made  from 
the  editor's  manuscript,  and  it  may  be  said  that  the  work  appears  as 
he  left  it 

As  the  editor,  up  to  the  very  hour  of  his  death,  was  busily  engaged 
upon  this  his  last  great  task,  as  if  he  were  trying  securely  to  adjust 
the  capstone  upon  the  monument  of  legal  and  historical  works  which 
his  genius  and  industry  had  created,  it  is  appropriate  that  a  place 
should  be  given  here  to  a  brief  account  of  his  life  and  labors. 

Francis  Wharton  was  born  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  in  the  Stiite 

of  Pennsylvania,  on  the  7th  of  March,  1820.     On  his  paternal  side,  ho 

came  of  a  race  of  men  which  has  given  many  eminent  names  to  thti 

commerce,  the  politics,  Jiud  the  bar  of  his  native  State.     In  the  early 

days  of  the  commonwealth  his  family  belonged  to  the  Society  of  Friends. 

But  his  father,  Thoinas  Isaac  Wharton,  whose  mother  was  Margaret 

liawle,  the  bearer  of  a  patronymic  distinguished  in  the  legal  annals  of 

the  country,  left  that  religious  sect  early  in  life  to  become  a  captain  of 

infantry  in  the  war  of  1812.    At  the  close  of  tlie  conflict  he  entered 

upon  the  practice  of  law  in  Philadelphia,  and  soon  afterwards  m.irried 

Arabella,  second  danghter  of  John  (Iriflith,  a  merchant  of  that  city, 

Ron  of  the  Attorney-General  of  New  Jersey  of  the  same  name,  and 

brother  of  William  Griflith,  a  judge  of  the  circuit  court  of  the  United 

Stales,  and  author  of  several  legal  treatises.*    This  lady  is  said  to  have 

l)cen  distinguished  for  great  loveliness  of  character,  a  line  poetic  fancy, 

and  a  rare  power  of  felicitous  expression. 

As  a  lawyer,  Thomas  Isaac  Wiiarton  was  remarkably  successful,  but 
he  also  exhibited  strong  literary  instincts.     In  his  earlier  days  he  con- 


*  Memoir  of  Dr.  Francis  Whurtoii :  PliiladolpUia,  ifi^il, 
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tributed  to  the  **  Portfolio''  under  Dennie's  maDagement,  and  was  sob* 
sequently  one  of  the  editors  of  the  '^Analectio  Magazine."  Later, 
when  he  had  devoted  himself  more  strictly  to  legal  stadies,  ho,  in  con- 
nection with  others,  was  employed  upon  the  preparation  of  a  draft  of  a 
code  of  the  civil  statutes  of  Pennsylvania.  He  was  also  the  editor  of 
the  first  edition  of  Wiiartou's  (Penn<i.)  Digest,  and  of  the  six  volumes 
of  Whcirtou's  Reports. 

At  the  age  of  seventeen  Francis  Wharton  was  entered  as  a  student  at 
Yale  College.  In  1830  he  was  graduated;  and  he  then  returned  to  Phila- 
delphia, and  became  a  student  of  law  in  his  father's  office.  In  1843  he 
was  admitted  to  the  bar.  While  a  student  of  law  he  wrote  constantly  for 
the  periodicals  of  the  day,  and  contributed  many  articles  to  "  Hunt's 
Merchants'  Magazine."  This  literary  habit  clung  to  him  after  he  had 
entered  upon  the  practice  of  his  profession,  though  his  success  at  the  bar 
wns  rapid.  He  edited  for  a  time  the ''  North  American  and  United  States 
Gazette,"  and  subsequently,  while  still  engaged  in  the  practice  of  the 
law,  the  ^^  Episcopal  Recorder."  He  also  participated  in  political  affairs 
as  a  strenuous  supporter  of  the  Democratic  party,  and  when  John  K, 
Kane  was  Attorney-General  of  Pennsylvania  was  one  of  his  assistants, 
it  was  in  this  position  that  he  was  first  led  to  write  on  the  criminal  law 
and  to  the  composition  of  practical  legal  treatises. 

In  1854  there  came  a  turning  point  in  his  career.  Two  years  pre- 
viously he  had  married  Miss  Sydney  Paul,  daughter  of  Comegys  Paul, 
of  Philadelphia,  and  her  death  in  September,  1854,  resulting  in  the 
breaking  up  of  his  home,  seems  to  have  quickened  and  confirmed  the 
inclination  he  had  long  exhibited  for  charitable  and  religious  occupa- 
tions. It  is  said  that  while  a  student  of  law  he  desired  to  become  a 
clergyman,  but  was  dissuaded  by  his  father.  But  twelve  years  after 
his  admission  to  the  bar  he  finally  abandoned  the  active  duties  of  a 
legal  practitioner,  and  became  a  tciicher  chiefly  on  theological  topics. 
In  1856  he  made  a  tour  through  the  West,  distributing  Bibles  and 
tracts,  and  during  this  journey  visited  Kenyon  College  (connected  with 
which  is  a  theological  seminary),  at  Gambler,  Oliio.  Hero  he  was 
induced  to  accept  a  professorship,  and  while  he  lectured  on  English 
history  and  literature  and  on  constitutional  law,  he  entered  deeply  into 
the  religious  life  of  the  place  and  delivered  discourses  on  theological 
subjects.  A  part  of  these  may  be  found  in  a  book  entitled  "Modern 
Theism,"  which  conUvins  a  series  of  lectures  deHvere<l  by  him  to  the 
students  on  "Modern  Infidelity." 

In  1859  Dr.  Wharton  paid  his  first  visit  to  Europe,  and  after  his 
return  was  married,  on  December  27, 18C0,  to  the  daughter  of  Lewis  R. 
Ashurst,  of  Pliiladelphia.  In  18G2  he  fulfilled  his  long-cherished  de- 
sire to  enter  the  ministry  of  the  Episcopal  Church.  He  was  ordained  a 
deacon  at  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  a  month  later  received  priest's  orders. 
The  first  parish  to  which  he  was  called  was  that  of  St.  Paul's,  at  Brook- 
line,  Mass.,  whither  he  went  in  18G3.    After  six  years  of  successful 
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labor  in  this  place  he  weut  to  Europe  for  a  secoiid  time,  and  while  there 
completed  his  work  on  the  ^'  Conflict  of  Laws,"  which  bore  evidence  of 
a  reviving  interest  in  purely  legal  studies,  which  ho  had  never  entirely 
abandoned.  Ff  oin  this  perioil  on  he  devoted  more  and  more  of  his  time 
to  the  comiK)8ition  of  works  on  legal  topics. 

On  his  return  from  Europe  Dr.  Wharton,  finding  that  an  old  afifection 
of  the  throat  incapacitated  him  from  preaching,  resigned  his  parish  and 
accepted  a  professorship  in  the  Seminary  of  the  Episcopal  Church  at 
Cambridge,  where  he  lectured,  among  other  things,  on  Ecclesiastical 
Polity  and  Canon  Law.  At  the  same  time  he  delivered  lectures  at  the 
Boston  University  on  the  Conflict  of  Laws.  While  thus  busily  engaged 
as  a  te;icher  he  produced  in  rapid  succession  works  on  Negligence, 
Agency,  and  Evidence.  But  the  stress  of  his  many  occupations  and  the 
sedentary  mode  of  life  which  they  necessitated  were  too  wearing,  and 
the  physical  weakness,  especially  in  the  throat  and  heart,  which  they 
engendered,  compelled  him  in  1881  to  give  up  lecturing  and  go  again  to 
Euroi)e.  He  remained  abroad  till  the  spring  of  1883,  when  he  returned 
to  the  United  States  and  established  his  home  in  his  native  city  of 
Philadelphia,  intending  to  devote  himself  for  the  future  to  his  legal 
publications.    This  plan,  however,  was  soon  altogether  changed. 

Early  in  the  year  1885  Dr.  Wharton  was  invited  to  take  the  post  of 
Examiner  of  Claims,  or  Solicitor,  for  the  Department  of  State,  at  Wash- 
ington. After  due  reflection  he  accepted  the  position,  and  late  in  March 
entered  upon  the  performance  of  its  duties. 

It  would  be  difllcult  to  conceive  of  greater  fitness  of  person  for 
place  than  that  of  Dr.  Wharton  for  the  ollico  to  which  ho  was  called. 
Although  ho  left  Uih  bar  for  the  church  early  in  life,  the  impress  of  his 
legal  training  remained  and  his  prcilileclion  for  the  law  never  forsook 
hiui.  Whatever  might  bo  the  subject  that  occui)ied  his  attention,  it 
was  to  its  legal  as|)ects  that  he  was  especially  attracted.  His  mind 
was  singularly  versatile,  and  his  sympathies  were  broad  and  easily 
touched,  lie  possessed,  besides,  a  strong  vein  of  seutiment,  which  not 
iufrequently  had  a  controlling  elfect  ni)0fi  his  conduct.  lie  was  fond 
of  poetry,  and  sought  diversion  and  recreation  in  works  of  fiction. 
Endowed  with  such  generous  tastes  and  faculties,  technical  disputa- 
tious were  little  to  his  liking.  The  narrow  view  of  a  question  never 
appealed  to  him.  It  was  in  the  discussion  and  ai)i)lication  of  broad 
and  general  principles  that  ho  found  his  greatest  delight,  and  it  wjis 
m  the  natural  development  of  this  liberal  disposition  that  the  lawyer 
became  the  eminent  and  accomplished  student  of  jurisprudence. 

In  addition  to  his  knowledge  of  law,  Dr.  Wharton  possessed  an  ex- 
tensive acquaintance  with  history.  Hq  was  accustomed  to  say  that 
Euglishmen  knew  less  than  Americans  of  English  history,  and  if  ho 
was  to  be  taken  as  an  example  of  his  countrymen  his  observation  was 
certainly  correct.  His  knowledge  of  the  history  of  England  was  singu- 
larly thorough  and  minute.    It  was  not  conGued  to  the  leading  inci* 
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dciits  wliicb  aro  stated  iu  the  formal  histories,  but  exteuded  to  the  lives, 
the  letters,  and  the  minor  accounts  of  men  aud  women.  With  the  ex- 
ception of  the  history  of  the  United- States,  he  knew  more  thoroughly 
that  of  England  than  of  any  other  country;  but  he  was  also  a  diligent 
student  of  history,  both  ancient  and  modern,  in  the  most  general  sense. 
What  he  read  he  was  enabled  to  retain  by  the  possession  of  an  unusual 
nieinor3\  Ho  made  few  notes  and  kept  no  common  place  books,  and 
did  not  burden  his  mind  with  useless  dates  and  facts.  His  memory 
was  philosophical  rather  than  circumstantial.  If  questioned  in  respect 
to  a  particular  circumstance,  he  often  expressed  an  inability  to  answer. 
But,  if  called  upon  to  consider  a  particular  subject,  he  was  able,  with 
a  rapidity  aud  comideteness  seldom  witnessed,  to  draw  from  the  stores  of 
his  memory  a  copious  supply  of  historical  illustrations  and  analogies. 

The  labors  of  Dr.  Wharton  in  history  and  jurisprudence  and  his 
fondness  for  the  discussion  of  general  principles  led  him  to  the  study 
of  international  law,  and  prepared  the  way  for  his  eminence  as  a  pub- 
licist. His  first  important  achievement  in  this  field  is  found  in  his 
treatise  on  the  *' Conflict  of  Laws,"  or  "Private  International  Law,'' 
which  includes  a  comparative  view  of  Anglo-American,  Eoman,  Gor- 
man, and  French  jurisprudence.  Concerning  this  work,  an  intelligent 
and  discriminating  critic  in  the  "Southern  Law  Review"  expressed  the 
opinion  that  upon  it  would  rest  its  author's  lasting  and  solid  fame. 
There  is  reason  to  believe  that  Dr.  Wharton  shared  this  opinion,  for  ho 
took  an  evident  pride  in  the  book,  and  often  referred  to  the  criticism  iu 
the  "  Southern  Law  Eoview  "  as  one  of  the  most  appreciative  and  sat- 
isfactory ever  written  upon  any  of  his  works.  In  1885  appeared  his 
"Commentaries  on  Law,"  which  embrace  chapters  on  international 
law,  both  public  and  private. 

Such  was  the  preparation  of  Dr.  Wharton  for  the  discharge  of  his 
new  duties.  Learned  both  in  history  and  in  jurisprudence,  and  with  a 
wide  aud  established  reputation  as  a  publicist,  he  was  able  to  speak  as 
one  having  authority.  He  was  not  compelled  to  search  for  principles 
and  precedents;  he  had  already  reduced  them  to  possession,  and  ic 
was  only  necessary  for  him  to  apply  them.  The  value  of  such  a  prepa- 
ration can  be  estimated  only  when  we  consider  the  distinctive  charac- 
ter of  international  law  as  a  branch  of  jurisprudence.  The  average 
practitioner,  trained  in  the  strict  school  of  the  common  law  and  accus- 
tomed to  the  technical  disputations  of  the  ordinary  judicial  courts,  finds 
himself,  when  called  upon  to  deal  with  matters  involving  international 
law,  confronted  with  a  new  type  of  questions,  in  the  solution  of  which 
his  previous  education  ailbrds  him  little  assistance.  In  reality  one  of 
his  first  tasks  will  be  to  rid  his  mind,  so  far  as  he  may  be  able,  of  its 
prepossession  for  technical  reasoning.  The  books  which  he  has  been 
accustomed  to  consult,  with  a  view  to  obtain  a  "case  in  point,"  can  no 
longer  be  accepted  i\^  guides.  Even  if  he  should  find  iu  the  courts  of 
his  own  couutry  a  decision  upon  the  question  which  he  has  under  cou- 
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sideration,  ho  would  tben  be  required  to  ascertaiu  whether  that  decision 
bad  been  accepted  as  being  in  accordance  with  the  principles  of  inter- 
national law ;  for  in  such  matters  one  nation  is  not  bound  to  accept  as 
conclusive  the  decisious  of  the  courts  of  another.  He  would  then  find 
it  necessary  to  embark  upon  the  study  of  history  and  the  works  of  pub- 
licists, and  to  apply  with  such  guides  the  principles  of  reason  and  jus- 
tice. Although  in  this  department  of  learning  the  United  States  can 
claim  such  distiuguished  names  as  those  of  Wheaton,  Story,  Kent, 
Lawrence,  Field,  and  Wharton,  the  study  of  intoruational  law  has  for 
tiie  most  part  been  neglected  in  this  country.  When  the  subject  is 
taught  in  the  schools,  the  course  of  instruction  is  usually  confiued  to  a 
few  lectures  of  a  more  or  less  perfunctory  character,  and  perhaps  to  a 
few  lessons  from  text-books  which  deal  with  the  most  elementary  doc- 
trines. No  attempt  is  made  to  trace  the  history  of  the  subject,  and  the 
remarkable  contributiou  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to  its 
progressive  development  is  almost  wholly  overlooked.  A  gentleman 
uot  long  since  in  the  diplomatic  service  of  the  United  States  recently 
told  the  writer  that  one  of  the  most  distiuguished  publicists  of  Europe 
declared  to  him  that  he  found  more  to  interest  and  instruct  him  in  the 
annual  volume  of  the  Foreign  Relations  of  the  United  States  than  in  any 
other  current  publication  on  international  subjects.  This,  he  said,  was 
due  to  the  freedom  and  originality  with  which  questions  were  treated; 
a  circumstance  in  large  measure  attributable  to  the  unique  position  of 
the  United  States  in  the  family  of  nations. 

Dr.  Wharton  entered  upon  the  discharge  of  his  duties  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  with  all  his  accustomed  energy  and  enthusiasm,  and  for  a 
time  found  ample  occupation  in  the  daily  work  of  his  office.  Coming 
into  the  place  soon  after  a  change  of  administration,  he  was  required 
to  give  opinions  upon  a  large  number  of  complaints  which  had  in  the 
iuterval  been  submitted  to  tlio  Department  with  a  view  to  their  diplo- 
iiiJitic  presentation  to  foreign  governments.  This  inQux  of  claims 
uUends  every  change  of  administration  without  reference  to  its  polit- 
icid  character.  The  principle  of  res  jxidicata^  tliongh  not  infrequently 
invoked,  is  not  applied  with  the  same  strictness  in  the  executive  depart- 
ments as  in  the  courts;  and  each  suitor  whose  claim  may  have  been 
the  subject  of  an  adverse  decision  finds  room  to  hope  that  in  the  change 
of  the  head  of  the  department  his  complaint  may  receive  favorable  con- 
sideration. In  the  first  year  of  his  ofiicial  life  Dr.  Wharton  gave  for- 
mal written  opinions  upon  221  claims  involving  various  questions  of 
law.  But  his  labors  were  not  in  the  mean  time  restricted  to  the  exanii- 
Djition  of  claims.  Questions  of  international  policy  were  also  the  sub- 
ject of  his  consideration.  In  the  spring  of  1885  the  Colombian  Gov- 
enmient,  with  a  view  to  sn))press  an  insurrection  which  had  arisen  in 
that  country,  issued  two  decrees  of  great  importance  to  foreign  nations. 
By  the  first  of  these  decrees,  certain  i)orls  then  in  the  possession  of 
tli^  insurgents  were  declared  to  be  close^l  to  foreign  commerce;  and  the 
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penalties  and  forfeitures  afiixed  by  Oolombiau  law  to  smuggling  were 
denounced  against  the  goods  wLicli  might  be  imported  into  or  exported 
from  those  ports,  and  against  the  vessels  which  might  engage  in  trade 
with  them.  By  the  second  decree  it  was  declared  that  the  vessels 
which,  under  the  flag  of  Colombia,  were  then  employed  by  the  insur- 
gents in  hostile  foreign  commerce  with  that  port  did  not  belong  to  the 
Colombian  Government,  and  had  no  right  to  fly  the  Colombian  flag; 
and  for  these  reasons  they  were  declared  to  be  beyond  the  pale  of  inter- 
national law,  and  their  repression  by  the  armed  forces  of  friendly  {low- 
ers was  invited.  These  decrees  raised  two  questions,  on  which  Dr. 
Wharton  always  held  and  expressed  very  decided  views — the  rights  of 
neutrals  and  the  international  status  of  insurgents.  The  United  States 
refused  to  treat  the  decrees  as  sustainable  on  principles  of  international 
law.  The  right  of  a  government  t.>  close,  by  a  decree,  ports  not  in  its 
])ossession,  not  actually  blockaded,  was  denied.  At  the  same  time  the 
Colombian  minister  was  informed  that  the  United  States  would  not 
treat  the  vessels  of  the  insurgents  as  pirates.  It  is  not  improper  to 
say  that  Dr.  Wharton  materially  contributed,  by  his  learning  and  skill, 
to  the  argument  made  by  the  United  States  on  that  occasion. 

Before  the  close  of  his  first  year  m  the  Department  of  State  Dr. 
Wharton  began  the  compilation  of  a  digest  of  the  opinions  and  deci- 
sions of  executive  and  judicial  oflicers  of  the.  United  States  on  ques- 
tions of  international  law,  with  legal  and  historical  notes.  The  work 
being  too  large  and  scarcely  popular  enough  in  character  to  be  under- 
taken by  a  private  publisher,  its  printing  was  provided  for  by  a  reso- 
lution of  Congress.  An  intelligent  critic  has  recently  observed  that  if  Dr. 
Wharton  had  done  nothing  else  during  his  industrious  life  for  the  sci- 
ence of  jurisprudence,  the  ^international  Law  Digest"  would,  quite 
apart  from  his  labors  in  the  field  of  criminal  law  and  of  the  conflict  of 
laws,  bo  his  enduring  monument.  Such  defects  as  the  work  possesses 
are  inherent  in  its  character.  It  was  drawn,  not  only  from  published 
documents,  but  also  from  the  unpublished  records  of  the  Department 
of  State,  beginning  at  the  origin  of  the  Government.  In  dealing  with 
the  latter  it  was  necessary,  owing  to  the  number  of  subjects  treated 
and  the  voluminous  character  of  the  discussions,  to  omit  a  great  deal, 
and  to  select  such  parts  as  were  deemed  illustrative  of  the  doctrines 
most  consistently  juainlained.  Such  a  process  of  selection  necessarily 
reflects  in  some  degree  an  editor's  personal  bias.  But  the  ^'  Internsi- 
tional  Law  Digest"  remains  a  monument  to  its  compiler's  learning  and 
industry,  and  is  full  of  interest  and  instruction.  The  first  edition  was 
soon  distributed,  and  in  1887,  by  direction  of  Congress,  a  second  edition 
was  printed. 

After  the  publication  of  this  work  Dr.  Wharton  undertook  the  labor 
of  editing  the  "Diplomatic  Correspondence  of  the  American  Revolu- 
tion." Provision  for  printing  was  again  made  by  Congress,  and  he 
worked  at  his  new  task  incessantly  up  to  the  date  of  his  death.    Only 
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a  few  days  before  that  event  he  received  and  corrected  some  proofs  of 
the  first  volume. 

This  brief  oatliue  of  the  life  of  Dr.  Whartou  during  the  period  of  less 
t^au  four  years  which  he  spent  iu  the  Departmeut  of  State  presents  a 
record  of  unusual  character.  The  activity  of  his  mind  was  incessant, 
and  he  wrote  with  rapidity;  but,  with  ail  his  learning  and  all  his  fsioility, 
it  woald  have  been  impossible  to  accomplish  iu  the  short  space  of  four 
years  the  immense  and  varied  tasks  he  undertook,  if,  in  addition  to  his 
otherqualitieSfhe  had  not  possessed  that  of  untiring  industry.  <<  Dogged 
iodostry"  was  the  term  which  he  lik^  to  appl^^  to  his  habit  of  labor. 
HU capacity  for  work  seemed  to  be  almost  uulimited,  and  ho  was  never 
idle.  He  rose  early  in  the  morning,  usually  about  G  o'clock,  and  imme- 
diately resumed  his  tasks.  His  labors  the  days  con  Id  not  bo  said  to 
divide;  for  he  gave  few  hours  to  sleep, seldom  more  than  live,  and  often 
less,  and  the  first  hours  of  the  morning  generally  found  him  still  at  work. 
Sometimes  he  went  out  early  to  walk,  in  order  to  i^efresh  himself  for  the 
day's  labor;  and  this  was  about  the  only  physical  exercise  he  took.  He 
Qsaally  reached  his  oflice  before  9  o'clock,  and  then  worked  through 
tbe  day  without  intermission.  He  not  onl^'  worked  constantly,  but  also 
eagerly,  in  order  to  accomplish  as  soon  as  possible  the  task  he  had  set. 
He  possessed  in  the  highest  degree  vivacity  of  intellect.  This  quality 
imparted  to  the  severest  labor  keen  and  apparent  pleasure,  and  contrib- 
uted to  sustain  his  exertions.  He  was  also  able  to  [)erceive  at  a  glance 
ftny  pertinency  in  what  he  read  to  the  subject  under  consideration.  In 
this  way  he  was  able  to  read  with  great  rapidity.  Ue  possosseil  little 
fondness  for  books  for  their  own  sake.  They  were  merely  his  instru- 
inents.  He  valued  them  solely  for  what  ho  could  obtain  from  them, 
aud, after  extracting  what  suited  his  purpose,  put  them  aside.  He  was 
not  what  we  style  a  book  lover.  Hence,  as  ho  lived  for  the  most  part 
Ju  close  proximity  to  large  public  libraries,  he  collected  few  books,  and 
liis  private  library,  which  was  comparatively  small,  was  not  selected 
^ilk  reference  to  his  work.  His  quickness  of  percei»tion  and  liis  abil- 
ity to  appreciate  at  its  relative  value  whatever  came  under  his  notice 
enabled  him  to  employ'  with  unusual  ease  the  labors  of  otbors.  More- 
over, he  understood  so  thoroughly  and  so  coinprchensively  the  subjects 
on  which  he  wrote,  that,  in  directing  and  utilizing  the  labors  of  others, 
be  was  able  to  give  to  each  thing  its  proper  place  and  its  approi)riate 
effect  Thus  he  Wiis  not  compelled  to  complete  one  branch  of  an  argu- 
ment before  he  proceeded  to  another.  Keeping  the  whole  in  his  mind, 
lie  was  able  to  pass  from  one  part  to  another,  and,  where  vacant  places 
were  left,  to  fill  them  up  as  his  collection  of  ?naterials  was  coini)letcd. 

Dr.  Wharton's  capacity  for  productive  labor  can  not  bo  more  forcibly 
shown  than  by  an  enumeration  of  his  princii)al  works.  Ills  first  repu- 
tation as  a  legal  author  wiis  made  by  his  writings  on  criminal  law.  His 
works  on  this  subject  are  four  in  number,  and  comprise  treatises  on 
"Criminal  Law,"  *•  Criminal  Pleading  and  Practice,"   and  *' Criminal 
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Evidcuco,"  and  two  volumes  of  "  PreceUeuU  of  Indictmeuts  and  Ploiw.^ 
Tbe  treatise  on  <<  Criminal  Law  ^  embraces  two  volumeS|  and  is  now  in 
its  ninth  edition ;  that  on  '^  Oriminal  Pleading  and  Practice,"  in  one  vol- 
ume, lias  passed  through  an  equal  number  of  editions ;  that  on  *<Orim- 
iiial  Evideuce"  is  in  two  volumes,  and  18  also  in  its  ninth  edition. 
The  <^  Precedents  of  Indictments  and  Pleas,"  in  two  volumes,  has 
reached  a  fourth  edition.  In  conjunction  with  Dr.  Still6  ho  wrote  a 
work  on  '<  Medical  Jurisprudence,"  which  is  also  in  its  fourth  edition, 
lie  next  wrote  a  commentary  on  ^^Agency  and  Agents,"  in  one  volume; 
then  a  ( reatise  on  the  '^  Law  of  Negligence,"  which  is  also  in  one  volume, 
and  has  reached  a  .second  edition.  Following  these  came  his  work  on 
the  '*  Conflict  of  Laws,"  also  in  its  second  edition;  a  commentary  on 
the  "Law  of  Evidence,"  in  two  volumes,  now  in  its  third  edition;  a 
work  on  ** Contracts,"  in  two  volumes;  and  "Commentaries  on  Law,"  in 
one  volume.  Besides  these  practical  treatises^  he  published  a  volume  of 
"  State  Trials,"  a  work  full  of  historical  interest,  with  notes  written  in  a 
peculiarly  charming  style,  which  appeared  in  1849^  when  the  author  was 
twenty-nine  years  of  ago.  The  "  International  Law  Digest,"  to  which 
reference  has  already  been  made,comx)ri8es  three  volumes,  and  the  '<  Dip- 
lomatic Correspondence  of  the  Kevolution,"  now  appears  in  six  volumes. 
In  order  to  appreciate  the  extraordinary  facility  with  which  this  large 
number  of  voluminous  works  was  prepared,  it  must  be  remembered  that 
for  some  years  his  labors  as  a  writer  of  treatises  on  law  were  suspended, 
and  that  all  through  his  life  he  was  a  constant  contributor  to  periodicals. 
An  attempt  having  been  made  to  describe  and  explain  in  a  general 
way  the  extent  of  Dr.  Warton's  achievements  as  a  publicist,  it  will  be 
interesting  to  consider  more  in  detail  the  qualities  of  his  mind,  his 
habits  of  thought,  and  the  distinguishing  traits  of  his  character.  Such 
a  combination  of  faculties  as  he  possessed  is  seldom  witnessed,  and  it 
was  only  after  seeing  him  at  his  daily  tasks  that  one  could  appreciate 
the  richness  and  variety  of  his  mental  endowments.  Keference  has 
already  been  made  to  the  quickness  and  breadth  of  his  comprehension, 
to  his  capacity  for  labor,  and  to  the  exceptional  character  of  his 
memory.  It  is  only  by  this  combination  of  faculties  that  we  cun  ac- 
count for  the  extent  of  his  acquisitions.  No  industry,  however  con- 
stant, couhl  have  enabled  him  to  accomplish  so  much  if  he  had  not 
possessed  extraordinary  mental  powers.  His  works  show  the  extent 
of  his  erudition.  It  was  in  his  treatise  on  the  Conflict  of  Laws,  or  Pri- 
vate International  Law,  that  he  attempted  to  cover  the  widest  field  of 
legal  investigation.  If  his  acquirements  had  been  wanting  either  in 
amplitude  or  in  thoroughness,  the  defect  would  then  have  been  revealed. 
But  none  of  his  works  was  ever  received  with  more  instant  recognition 
or  with  higher  ai)proval,  not  only  by  the  public,  but  also  by  scholars 
and  Jurists.  It  did  more  than  any  other  of  his  publications  to  extend 
his  reputiition  abroad,  and  no  doubt  materially'  contributed  to  form 
hat  high  estimate  of  his  learning  and  abilities  which  induced  the  Uni- 
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versity  of  Edinburgh  to  confer  upon  him  the  dogroe  of  Doctor  of  Laws, 
and  tho  lustitute  of  laternatioual  Law  to  enroll  hitn  as  one  of  its  uieni- 
bers.  For  when  those  honors  were  couferred  upon  him  the  ^'luterua- 
tioiial  Law  Digest'^  had  not  been  written. 

Dr.  Wharton  also  possessed  powers  of  imagination  of  a  high  order. 
It  is  this  that  distinguishes  the  narrow  logician  fi*om  the  creative 
thinker.    Voltaire  said  of  Dr.  Clark  that  he  was  a  mere  reasoning  ma- 
chine.   This  could  never  have  been  said  of  Dr.  Wharton.    lie  did  not, 
indeed,  possess  that  highest  typo  of  imagination  wliich  has  enabled  a 
lew  men  in  difTereiit  ages  to  create  distinctive  systems  of  thought,  and 
to  connect  their  names  with  new  social,  political,  or  legal  theories.    Ue 
made  no  professsion  of  originality  in  this  rare  sense.    Ue  was  always 
Teady  to  avow  his  obligations  to  others,  and  was  wont  to  disclaim  any 
^)riginality  of  thought.    Ue  declared  himself  to  be  especially  indebted 
^t;o  German  writers,  whose  language  he  understood  and  whose  works  he 
c^arefully  studied.    But  he  was  never  the  victim  of  logic.    Ue  sought 
^o  discover  and  apply  principles,  and  not  merely  to  find  reasons  to 
justify  other  men's  conclusions.    Ue  studied  and  comprehended  ques- 
t;ioD8  ill  their  wider  relations,  and  not  singly  and  apart.    Ue  was  es- 
^lecialty  quick  to  perceive  analogies  and  reasoned  much  in  that  way. 
TThis  imparted  to  his  discussion  of  varions  topics  unusual  breadth  and 
suggestiveness  and  exceptional  harmouiousness  of  view. 

With  his  great  fondness  for  history,  and  his  extensive  learning,  it  is 

uot  strange  that  Dr.  Wharton  should  have  dealt  much  in  precedents, 

but  he  was  never  tho  slave  of  authority.        IStare  decisis  was  not  a 

rule  whoso  limitative  force  ho  felt  himself  bound  to  acknowledge.     **So 

it  hath  been  decided"  was  not  enough  to  silence  his  objections.    That 

ho  diligently  searched   tho  books  for  opihions  and  precedents  in  order 

to  ascertain  what  had   been  determined  the  wealth  (jf  his  citations 

amply  shows.     He  always  knew  tho  latest  ca«es.     But  he  never  held 

lilmself  to  bo  precluded   from  criticising  and  disapproving  what  he 

cit^d,  no  matter  how  higli   the  tribunal  from  which  the  expressions 

came.     , 

Though  Dr.  Wharton  often  dissented  from  the  authorities  he  cited, 
his  opposition  wjis  never  factious,  nor  the  result  of  a  fondness  for  dis- 
piiiation.  Obntroversies  of  a  personal  character  ho  sedulously  avoided, 
esteeming  it  a  sign  of  weakness  rather  than  of  strength  t-o  seek  to  win 
a  cause  by  abuse  of  an  adversary.  Where  ho  found  himself  in  o[)posi- 
tion  to  tho  courts,  it  was  because  their  actions  did  not  square  with  what 
be  believed  to  bo  the  reason,  the  justice,  and  the  philosophy  of  the  mat- 
ter. When  of  this  conviction,  he  did  not  hesitate  to  dissent  and  protest. 
The  amplitu  Ic  of  his  comprehension  enabled  him  to  work  out  a  system 
of  principles  in  law,  politics,  and  theology  with  singular  clearness  and 
•consistency.  To  those  i)rinciples  he  was  devotedly  attached;  and  he 
was  always  ready  to  maintain  them.  The  basal  principle  of  his  system 
was  that  of  liberty,  and  it  gave  color  and  direction  to  all  his  thoughts. 
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The  illustrioas  editor  of  the  work  uovr  given  to  the  public  was  denied 
the  privilege  of  seeing  more  than  a  fragment  of  it  in  print.  He  died 
at  the  moment  when  lie  hod  finished  its  preparation  for  the  press,  and 
before  the  proofs  of  the  first  volume,  as  it  now  stands,  hod  been  com- 
pleted ;  and  it  fell  to  others  to  supervise  the  work  of  publication.  This 
duty  was  imposed  by  resolution  of  Congress  upon  the  present  writer, 
as  literary  executor  of  the  deceased  editor,  and  has  been  discharged 
strictly  within  the  scope  of  the  authority  conferred  by  the  resolution. 
With  the  exception  of  clerical  corrections  in  the  citation  of  authorities 
and  in  the  noting  of  references,  no  departures  have  been  made  from 
the  editor's  manuscript,  and  it  may  be  said  that  the  work  appears  as 
he  left  it 

As  the  editor,  up  to  the  very  hour  of  his  death,  was  busily  engaged 
upon  this  his  lost  great  task,  as  if  he  were  trying  securely  to  adjust 
the  capstone  upon  the  monumeut  of  legal  and  historical  works  which 
liis  genius  and  industry  had  created,  it  is  ap[)ropriate  that  a  ])lace 
should  be  given  here  to  a  brief  account  of  his  life  and  labors. 

Francis  Wharton  was  born  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  in  the  Stiite 
of  Pennsylvania,  on  the  7th  of  March,  1820.  On  his  paternal  side,  ho 
came  of  a  race  of  men  which  has  given  many  eminent  names  to  thn 
commerce,  the  politics,  and  the  bar  of  his  native  State.  In  the  early 
dears  of  the  commonwealth  his  family  belonged  to  tlio  Society  of  Friends. 
But  his  father,  Thomas  Isaac  Wharton,  whose  mother  was  Margaret 
llawle,  the  bearer  of  a  patronymic  distinguished  in  the  legal  annals  of 
the  country,  left  that  religious  sect  early  in  life  to  become  a  captain  of 
infantry  in  the  war  of  1812.  At  the  close  of  the  conflict  he  entered 
ujion  the  practice  of  law  in  Philadelpliia,  and  soon  afterwards  married 
Arabella,  second  daughter  of  John  (rriflith,  a  merchant  of  that  city, 
son  of  the  Attorney-General  of  New  Jersey  of  the  same  name,  and 
brother  of  William  Griflith,  a  judge  of  the  circuit  court  of  the  United 
States,  and  author  of  several  legal  treatises.*  This  lady  is  said  to  have 
been  distinguished  for  great  loveliness  of  character,  a  line  poetic  fancy, 
and  a  rare  power  of  felicitous  expression. 

Asa  lawyer,  Thomas  Isaac  Wliarton  was  remarkably  successful,  but 
he  alvso  exhibited  strong  literary  instincts.     In  his  earlier  days  he  con- 
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tributed  to  the  •*  Portfolio''  under  Dennie's  management,  and  waasnb- 
sequently  one  of  the  editors  of  the  ^'Analectio  Magazine."  Later, 
when  he  had  devoted  himself  more  strictly  to  legal  studies,  he,  in  con- 
nection with  others,  was  employed  upon  the  preparation  of  a  draft  of  a 
code  of  the  civil  statutes  of  Pennsylvania.  He  was  also  the  editor  of 
the  first  edition  of  Wharton's  (Penn<i.)  Digest,  and  of  the  six  volumes 
of  Wharton's  Reports. 

At  the  age  of  seventeen  Francis  Wharton  was  entered  as  a  student  at 
Yale  College.  In  1830  he  was  graduated;  and  he  then  returned  to  Phila- 
delphia, and  became  a  student  of  law  in  his  father's  office.  In  1843  he 
was  admitted  to  the  bar.  While  a  student  of  law  he  wrote  constantly  for 
the  periodicals  of  the  day,  and  contributed  many  articles  to  "  Hunt's 
Merchants'  Magazine."  This  literary  habit  clung  to  him  after  he  bad 
entered  npon  the  practice  of  his  profession,  though  his  success  at  the  bar 
wns  rapid.  He  edited  for  a  time  the  ''  North  American  and  United  States 
Gazette,"  and  subsequently,  while  still  engaged  in  the  practice  of  the 
law,  the  **  Episcopal  Recorder."  He  also  participated  in  political  affairs 
as  a  strenuous  supporter  of  the  Democratic  party,  and  when  John  K. 
Kane  was  Attorney-General  of  Pennsylvania  was  one  of  his  assistants, 
it  was  in  this  position  that  he  was  first  led  to  write  on  the  criminal  law 
and  to  the  composition  of  practical  legal  treatises. 

In  1854  there  came  a  turning  point  in  his  career.  Two  years  pre- 
viously he  had  married  Miss  Sydney  Paul,  daughter  of  Comegys  Paul, 
of  Philadelphia,  and  her  death  in  September,  1854,  resulting  in  the 
breaking  up  of  his  home,  seems  to  have  quickened  and  confirmed  the 
inclination  he  had  long  exhibited  for  charitable  and  religious  occupa- 
tions. It  is  said  that  while  a  student  of  law  he  desired  to  become  a 
clergyman,  but  was  dissuaded  by  his  father.  But  twelve  years  after 
his  admission  to  the  bar  he  finally  abandoned  the  activ^e  duties  of  a 
legal  practitioner,  and  became  a  teacher  chiefly  on  theological  topics. 
In  185G  ho  made  a  tour  through  the  West,  distributing  Bibles  and 
tracts,  and  during  this  journey  visited  Kenyon  College  (connected  with 
which  is  a  theological  seminary),  at  Gambler,  Oliio.  Here  he  was 
induced  to  accept  a  professorship,  and  while  he  lectured  on  English 
history  and  literature  and  on  constitutional  law,  he  entered  deeply  into 
the  religious  life  of  the  place  and  delivered  discourses  on  theological 
subjects.  A  part  of  these  may  be  found  in  a  book  entitled  "Modern 
Theism,"  which  oonUiins  a  series  of  lectures  delivered  by  him  to  the 
students  on  "Modern  Infidelity." 

In  1859  Dr.  Wharton  paid  his  first  visit  to  Europe,  and  after  his 
return  was  married,  on  December  27, 18C0,  to  the  daughter  of  Lewis  R. 
Ashurst,  of  Philadelphia.  In  18G2  he  fulfilled  his  long-cherished  de- 
sire to  enter  the  ministry  of  the  Episcopal  Church.  He  was  ordained  a 
deacon  at  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  a  month  later  received  priest's  orders. 
The  first  parish  to  which  he  was  called  was  that  of  St.  Paul's,  at  Brook- 
line,  Mass.,  whither  he  went  in  18G3.    After  six  years  of  successful 
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labor  in  this  place  he  weut  to  Europe  for  a  second  time,  and  while  there 
completed  his  work  on  the  ^<  Conflict  of  Laws,"  which  bore  evidoDce  of 
a  reviving  interest  iu  purely  legal  studies,  which  ho  had  never  entirely 
abandoned.  From  this  period  on  he  devoted  more  and  more  of  his  time 
to  the  composition  of  works  on  legal  topics. 

On  his  return  from  Europe  Dr.  Wharton,  finding  that  an  old  afi'ection 
of  the  throat  incapacitate<l  him  from  preaching,  resigned  his  parish  and 
accepted  a  professorship  in  the  Seminary  of  the  Episcopal  Church  at 
Cambridge,  where  he  lectured,  among  other  things,  on  Ecclesiastical 
Polity  and  Canon  Law.  At  the  same  time  he  delivered  lectures  at  the 
Boston  University  on  the  Conflict  of  Laws.  While  thus  busily  engaged 
as  a  teacher  he  produced  iu  rapid  succession  works  ou  Negligence, 
Agency,  and  Evidence.  But  the  stress  of  his  many  occupations  and  the 
sedentary  mode  of  life  which  they  necessitated  were  too  wearing,  and 
the  physical  weakness,  especially  in  the  throat  and  heart,  which  they 
engendered,  compelled  him  in  1881  to  give  up  lecturing  and  go  again  to 
Euroi>e.  He  remained  abroad  till  the  spring  of  1883,  when  he  returned 
to  the  United  States  and  established  his  homo  in  his  native  city  of 
Philadelphia,  intending  to  devote  himself  for  tlie  future  to  his  legal 
publications.    This  plan,  however,  was  soon  altogether  changed. 

Early  in  the  year  1885  Dr.  Wharton  was  invited  to  take  the  post  of 
Examiner  of  Claims,  or  Solicitor,  for  the  Department  of  State,  at  Wash- 
ington. After  due  reflection  he  accepted  the  position,  and  late  in  March 
eutered  upon  the  performance  of  its  duties. 

It  would  be  difficult  to  conceive  of  greater  fitness  of  person  for 
place  than  that  of  Dr.  Wharton  for  tlio  oflico  to  which  ho  was  called. 
Although  ho  left  tlipi  bar  for  the  church  early  in  life,  the  impress  of  his 
legal  training  remuinod  and  his  prcilileclion  for  the  law  never  forsook 
him.  Whatever  might  be  the  subject  that  occupied  his  attention,  it 
was  to  its  legal  aspects  that  he  was  especially  attracted.  His  mind 
was  singularly  versatile,  and  his  synii)atlnes  wore  broad  and  easily 
touched,  lie  possessed,  besides,  a  strong  vein  of  sentiment,  which  not 
infrequently  had  a  controlling  cllcct  upon  his  conduct.  He  was  fond 
of  poetry,  and  sought  diversion  and  recreation  in  works  of  Action, 
Endowed  with  such  generous  tastes  and  faculties,  technical  disputa- 
tions were  little  to  his  liking.  The  narrow  view  of  a  question  never 
appealed  to  him.  It  was  in  the  discussion  and  application  of  broad 
and  general  principles  that  ho  found  his  greatest  delight,  and  it  wjis 
in  the  natural  development  of  this  liberal  disposition  that  the  lawyer 
became  the  eminent  and  accomplished  student  of  jurisprudence. 

In  addition  to  his  knowledge  of  law,  Dr.  Wharton  possessed  an  ex- 
tensive acquaintance  with  history,  lie  was  accustomed  to  say  that 
Englishmen  knew  less  than  Americans  of  English  history,  and  if  he 
was  to  be  taken  as  an  example  of  his  countrymen  his  observation  was 
certainly  correct.  His  knowledge  of  the  history  of  England  was  singu- 
larly thorough  and  minute.    It  was  not  conflncd  to  the  leading  inci- 
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PRE  FACE. 


^be  joint  resolution  approved  on  August  13,  I8Sd,  U'Uder  which  th( 
following  work  is  priutcd  is  as  follows : 

'*Be9olced  bif  the  Senate  and  Ifoiise  of  RepratenUitiPCB  of  the  United  Slata  of  America  i 
CongrcsB  a$8cmbledf  That  tlioro  bo  priiitod,  iiiidui'  tlio  mlitoriul  charge  of  Fraiioi 
WbartoiT,  the  unual  iiiiiuber  of  copies  of  a  siippleiiiout  to  the  Digest  of  Internationa 
Law.  piiated  under  joint  1  solution  of  July  twenty -eighth,  eighteen  hundred  au( 
eiKiA.  .\Kf  and  under  the  saK  "^  conditions  and  limitations  as  are  imposed  in  said  reso 
(ich  supplement  con^ 'ning  the  diplomatic  correspondence  of  the  Amcricai 
Kevoiution,  with  bistorical  anu  'cgal  notes;  and  that  there  be  printe^l,  in  addition  1( 
said  luiQ.^]  number,  two  thousand  *opies  for  the  use  of  the  Senate,  four  thousantl  copie 
for  the  use  of  the  House  of  liepre  antatives,  and  one  thousand  copies  for  the  use  o 
the  Department  of  State/' 

In  the  report  submitted  to  the  Senate  on  February  G,  1888,  by  the 
Committee  ou  Printing,  on  which  the  above  resolution  in  its  origiua! 
form  was  based,  occur  these  passages : 

''A  knowledge  of  the  revolutionary  diplomatic  correspondence  of  the  United  Statei 
is  essential  to  the  understanding — 

"(1)  Of  oiir  revolutionary  hJHtory. 

*'  (2j  Of  Mio  treaties  oxcciitod  during  and  at  tlio  closo  of  the  Kovolution,  which  forn 
in  a  largo  nicnsuio  (hu  baHJH  of  our  international  law. 

"Tliiscorrespondonco  is  to  bo  found  in  part  in  publinlicd  memoirs,  in  part  in  faniib 
archives,  in  part  in  I  bo  records  of  tlio  J^cpsirtnient  of  Stat«?. 

*'A  portion  of  the  lattor  records  was  pnbliHiiod  by  Mr.  Si».*irks,  under  resolution  o 
Congress  of  March  27,  1818;  but  in  this  iinblication  Mr.  Sparks  omitted  letters  am 
portions  of  letters  tending  to  siiow — 

**(l)  The  movement  of  Fnjnch  i)olitician8  in  IT7G  to  supersede  Washington  by  Mar 
slial  Hroglie. 

"  (*2)  The  movement  by  American  politicians  in  l77()-'77  to  induce  ^Va8bington^ 
withdrawal  and  to  liave  Kranklin  recalled  from  Paris. 

**  (3)  The  atrocities  of  British  troops  and  of  refugees  in  Die  United  States  jnit  for 
ward  by  our  diplomalists  as  a  claim  against  (Jreal  Britain  and  a  set-olf  against  Hrit 
ish  claims  for  indenniity  to  loyalists. 

"Aside  from  these  systematic  omissions,  important  passages  were  dr<»pped,  showing 
the  extent  to  which  the  tisheries,  prior  to  the  Revolution,  were  controlled  by  Ann-ri 
can  fishermen;  and,  what  is  still  more  important,  bow  general  was  tlio  nndeiHtand 
ing  between  the  negotiators  that  the  treaty  of  1782-'H;?  was  a  treaty  not  of  eoncessioi 
by  Great  Britain,  but  of  partition,  nnrler  which  tiie  United  States  retained  all  the 
territorial  rights  previously  possessed  by  them  in  North  America  when  part  of  th< 
British  empire.  ^  •• 

*'Mr.  Sparks,  in  einninatingfrom  the  correspondemo  the  pjissagos  showing  the  in 
triguca  against  V.'ash  ing  ton,  wjis  no  doubt  governed  by  his  veneration  for  Washing 
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eront  owuership  >yas,  like  all  otbor  disputed  questions,  to  be  lefty  when 
the  seizure  was  by  a  British  cruiser,  to  a  British  prize  court,  the  fees  of 
whose  officers  depended  in  a  birge  measure  on  making  good  the  captare, 
and  whose  prepossessions  were  all  in  favor  of  strengthening  belligerent 
power  in  favor  of  Britain,  then  in  a  struggle  almost  for  national  ex- 
istence. 

We  must  not  look  too  harshly  on  the  tendency  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  to  sustain,  though  sometimes  in  faltering  tones, 
those  modifications  of  the  law  of  nations  which  came  across  the  Atlantic 
under  the  great  name  of  Lord  Stowell,  clothed  in  the  fascinating  diction 
of  which  tbat  judge  was  a  master,' and  appealing  to  the  community  of 
feeling  which  made  Americans  as  well  as  Englishmen  look  with  aversion 
at  the  unscrupulous  ambition  of  Napoleon,  which  aimed  at  the  subjuga- 
tion of  all  civilization  to  his  own  rapacious  will.  England,  to  many 
minds,  seemed  the  only  bulwark  against  this  lawless  Ciesarism  on  the 
one  side  and  an  equally  lawless  Jacobinism  on  the  other  side;  and 
much  as  we  may  be  amazed,  considering  what  went  before  and  what 
came  after,  at  the  devotion  shown  by  leading  Federalists  to  England 
in  those  dark  days,  we  must  be  content  to  acknowledge  that  this  devo- 
tion was  at  that  juncture  felt  by  some  of  the  purest  and  noblest  men 
our  country  has  ever  produced.  It  was  not  strange  then  that  our 
Supreme  Court  should  then  have  receded  from  the  revolutionary  doctrine 
of  free  seas,  and  should  have  in  a  measure  sustained  the  destructive 
views  introduced  by  English  courts  for  the  purpose  of  preserving  from 
destruction  British  maritime  supremacy,  and  with  it  the  cause  of  revo- 
lution itself.  Nor  was  it  strange  that  when  we  ourselves  became  bellig- 
erents we  should  accept  these  doctrines,  perilous  as  they  are  to  neutral 
maritime  rights,  as  settled  law.  But  it  is  ground  for  profound  grief  as 
well  as  amazement  that  as  late  as  December,  18G6,  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  Slates,  in  the  famous  case  of  the  Springbokj  should  have 
held  that  it  was  good  ground  to  confiscate  the  cargo  of  a  neutral  mer- 
chant ship ;  that  the  ship,  at  the  time  of  search  and  seizure,  was  on 
the  way  to  an  intermediate  neutral  port  for  transshipment  to  a  blockaded 
port  of  the  enemy,  thouch  the  seizure  was  made  a  thousand  miles  oil' 
from  the  port  of  final  destination. 

When  this  ruling  was  made,  the  civil  war,  by  the  judgment  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  hsvd  been  closed  for  nearly  a  year.  We  were  at  peivce 
with  all  the  world.  Our  merchant  shipping,  it  is  true,  was  driven  from 
the  seas,  but  there  was  every  prospect,  on  the  biwjis  of  international 
law,  as  the  Constitution  meant  it,  of  our  old  m<iritime  strength  being 
renewed.  Our  future  had  neutrality  almost  indelibly  stamped  on  it, 
while  the  future  of  the  Old  World  was  marked  by  war,  which  made 
each  sovereignty  an  armed  camp  and  filled  each  groat  port  with  swift 
cruisers,  ready,  in  case  of  conflict,  to  pounce,  not  merely  on  an  enemy, 
but  on  neutrals  who  might  presuo)e  to  do  any  carrying  trade  on  the 
high  seas.    With  such  a  prospect  before  us  we  deliberately  gave  away 
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the  opportanity  of  coveriDg  the  seas  with  our  merchant  service.  No 
wonder  the  English  law  officers  chuckled  with  delight  at  such  a  sur- 
render on  our  part,  and  declined,  before  the  mixed  commission  after 
constitutedy  to  impeach  the  Springbok  ruling.  It  made  England,  al- 
ready dominant  on  the  seas,  master  not  only  of  her  shipping,  but  of 
oars.  It  would  enable  her,  next  time  she  goes  to  war  with  a  European 
foe,  to  cut  matters  short,  and  in  addition  to  blockading  her  enemy's 
ports  of  entrance,  to  blockade  our  ports  of  exit,  and  to  say  :  ^<  You  are 
the  feeders  of  the  enemy — from  you  come  the  grain  and  other  staples 
which  nourish  him — in  addition  to  enlarging  the  list  of  contraband  so 
as  to  comprehend  most  stores,  I  now,  in  conformity  with  your  own 
law,  as  propounded  in  the  Springbok  case,  blockade  your  ports,  so  as  to 
keep  your  ships  from  carrying  out  anything  the  enemy  might  use. 
'You  blockaded  my  neutral  port  of  Nassau;  /  blockade  your  neutral 
port  of  New  York."  It  is  not  strange  that  American  shipping  should 
languish  when  under  such  a  ban  as  this. 

Such  are  among  the  ^'patches"  which  have  been  woven  into  our 
constitutional  coat  by  its  guardians,  and  which,  so  far  as  they  are  per- 
manent, take  from  it  the  property  which  originally  belonged  to  it  of 
growing  with  our  growth.  One  of  these  patches,  that  imposed  by  the 
Dartmouth  Oollege  decision,  has  been  substantially  got  rid  of,  partly 
by  overruling  by  the  court  itself,  partly  by  constitutional  amendments 
in  most  States,  which  preclude  granting  charters  without  reservation  of 
power  of  amendment.  The  ^'  patch  "  which  assumed  to  the  Federal 
Government  the  power  to  sell  exchange,  to  create  illusory  currency,  and 
to  absorb  banking  privileges  has  been  removed,  so  fur  as  it  sanctioned 
a  national  government  bank,  by  popular  action  ;  but  it  remains  in  its 
worst  feature  in  the  legal -tender  ruling,  by  which  it  is  held  that  Con- 
gress can,  as  a  permanent  peace  system,  force  the  reception  of  irredeem- 
able paper  in  payment  of  debts,  old  as  well  as  new.  And  the  SpHngbok 
ruling,  while  repudiated  by  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government, 
still  remains  unassailed  in  the  records  of  the  judiciary. 

The  Constitution  itself  requires  no  amendment ;  but  what  is  required 
is  the  removal  from  it  of  the  "patches,"  inii)aiiing  its  symnietry,  its 
comprehensiveness,  its  elasticy,  and  its  durability,  which  have  been 
imposed  on  it  by  the  judiciary. 

Dei»aktmkiNT  of  State,    Washington^  J),  C, 

111   WU— VOL.   I 
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AcADRMY,  national,  for  reforming  and  asoortainin;^  tlio  English  laugaag^    Congress 

asked  to  inslitato.     AdatM  to  Congress,  Sept.  U,  17d0. 
Accommodation  betv^oon  Britain  and  America.    No  prospoot  of,  in  Jnno,  1777.    Deane 

to  Dumas,  June  7,  1777.    (See  Peace,  Jieoouoilialion,  Franklin,) 
Adams,  John — 

His  position  in  revolutionary  polities.    Introduction,  H  ^ff* 

His  diplomatic  career.    IlntL,  $  VH). 

Courage  and  oratoiical  i)o\ver.    Ibid.,  $  130. 

Resistance  to  dominant  inilnences.    Ibid,,  $  131. 

Uow  far  inlluenced  by  vanity.    Ibid,,  $  132. 

Zealous  performance  of  duty.    Ibid.,  $  133. 

Changes  in  his  views  as  to  diplomacy  and  as  to  general  politics.    Ibid.^  H  4,  134. 

So  as  to  his  oouception  of  the  Revolution.     Ibid.^  $$  4>  l'^^- 
Early  politics  those  of  S.  Adams ;  Jealous  of  executive  power,  and  seeking  to 

place  all  power  in  Congress.    Ibid,,  $$  4,  209. 
After  peace  he  sought  to  create  a  strong  executive.    Ibid. 
But  always  deflcient  in  administrative  power.    Ibid.,  $  4. 
His  diplomatic  characteristics.    Ibid.,  $  129. 
_-    DilTcrs  with  Franklin  as  to  binding  olVoct  of  instruction.*).     Infra,  ^  110,  120. 

One  of  the  committee  that  confoirod  with  Lord  IIowo.    CouforoncoH  of  Fnuiklin, 

etc.,  with  Lord  Howe,  Sept.  11,  1770. 
Elected  commiHsioDur  to  France.     Congress,  Nov.  28,  1777. 
Annonncomcut  to.     Laurens  to  AdiunSf  Nov.  ^28,  17H7. 

Commissioned.     ConinUltce  to  Adanin,  Doc.  3,  1777  ;  Laurens  to  Adanis,  Dec.  3,  1777. 
Accepts.     Adams  to  iMurens,  Doc.  23,  1777 ;  Adants  to  conimiltnc,  Dec.  24,  1777. 
From  De  Kalb,  Doc.  27,  1777. 

(See  I)e  Kalb  to  Adams,  Hanio  date.) 
From  La  Fayette,  Jan.  9,  1778. 

(Soo  Tai  Fayette  to  Adanuf^  same  date.) 
Xuatructiona  to,  by  //.  Laurens,  Jan.  22,  1778. 

To  S.  Adams.     Plan  for  roctifyiug  oxpciisoM  of  connniHHion,  May  21,  1778. 
To  committee  of  Congress.    Giving  sii^gcstiona aM  to  consul.s  and  commercial  agents. 

May  24,  1778. 
To  Congress.     As  to  state  of  war  in  Europe,  July  9, 1778. 
To  Ia)ccII.    Docs  not  dobiro  to  remain  sm  an  element  of  trouble,  and  wishes  a  fixed 

income,  July  2),  1778. 
To  Congress.    The  United  States  not  to  bo  allured  into  a  separate  peace  with 

Britain,  July  27,  1778. 
To  S.  Adams.     "Franco  is  tlio  natural  ally  of  tlio  United  States,  but  as  long  as 

Great  Britain  shall  have  Canada,  Nova  Scotia,  and  the  Floridas,  or  oilhcr  of 

them,  so  long  will  Qi'oat  Uriti^iu  bo  tUo  oaemy  of  the  United  States,"  July 

58.  1778. 
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To  Warren.    Position  of  England  as  to  the  United  States,  Aug.  4,  1778. 
To  R,  n.  Lee.    AfTairs  abroad ;  American  dissensions  at  Parts,  Aug.  5,  1778. 
To  Chaumont,    As  to  rent  of  bouse,  Sept.  15,  1778. 
From  Chaumont,  Sept.  18,  1778. 

(See  Chauniont  to  Adame^  same  date.) 
To  Fiankliii.    As  to  expenses,  Sept.  22,  1778. 
To  Izard.    Views  as  to  nsheries,  Sept.  22,  1778. 
From  Izard,  Sopt.  24,  1778. 

(See  Izard  to  AdatnSf  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Sept.  26,  1778. 

(See  Franklin  to  Adame,  same  date.) 
From  Izard,  Sept.  28,  1778. 

(See  Izard  t<o  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Izard.    Views  as  to  lisberies,  Oct.  2,  1778. 
From  A.  Lee,  Oct.  6,  1778. 

(See  A.  Lee  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  A.  Lee.    Declines  to  have  papers  moved  to  A.  Lee's  bouse,  and  proposes  that 

Lee  should  move  to  Passy,  Oct.  10,  1778. 
From  A,  Lee,  answer  declining.    Oct.  12,  1778.    (See  A.  Lee  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
From  Genet,  Oct.  24,  1778. 

(See  Genet  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
From  Committee,  Oct.  28,  1778. 

(See  li.  II.  Lee  and  Lovell  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.     Importanoo  of  straining  every  nerve  to  destroy  British  power   in 

United  States,  Deo.  3,  1778. 
To  Gerry.    Views  as  to  legation  at  Paris,  Deo.  6,  1778. 
To  Sherman,    I*olicy  to  bo  adopted  by  France,  Deo.  C,  1778. 
To  Congress.    Views  as  to  war  and  British  action.  Doc.  8,  1778. 
To  Fergennes.     Defends  A.  Lee  against  Doane,  Feb.  11,  1770, 
From  Fergennes,  Feb.  13,  1779. 

(See  Fergennes  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  committee.    Explains  breaks  in  correspondence,  Feb.  13,  1779. 
From  S.  Adams,  Feb.  14,  1779. 

(See  S.  Adams  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  S.  Adams.    Approves  of  legation  to  Paris  being  in  one  minister,  Feb.  14,  1779, 

and  BO  to  Vergennes,  Feb.  15,  1779. 
To  Fergennes,    Deprecates  Deano's  app?al;  recognizes  Franklin's  influence  at 

court;  France'ssnpport  of  America  natural  and  just,  Feb.  15,  1779. 
To  Lovell.    Discusses  charges  against  A.  and  W.  Lee,  Feb.  20,  1779. 
From  Fergennes.    Parting  in  kindly  terms,  Feb.  21,  1779. 
To  La  Fayette.    Discusses  political  conditions,  Feb.  21,  1779. 
To  Congress.    Proposes  to  return  to  the  United  States,  Feb.  27,  1779. 
From  Sartine,  with  friendly  expressions.  Fob.  28.  1779. 
To  Congress.    As  to  English  loan.  Mar.  1,  1779. 
Prom  Franklin,  Apr.  3,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Apr.  8,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
From  La  Fayette,  Apr.  9, 1779. 

(See  La  Fayette  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
From  lYanklin,  Apr.  21,  1779. 

(See  ly-anklin  to  Adams,  same  dat^.) 
From  Franklin,  as  to  delay  in  sailing  of  Alliance,  Apr.  24,  1779.  * 

From  Franklin,  May  10,  1779. 
(See  i'VanAcZifi  to  ^(fam«,  same  date.) 


Anon,  Joim— Ooniliiitad. 

(See  A.  Jmio  Aitmif  Mme  dftkb) 
IbCiNifmt.   Oertliie  te  4^  liea%  oliwaetei  for  |Mitrioi>mi,  Jwaw  9|  tTt!^ 
Td  G»jifr0it.    Peftifi  to  ▼oyege  to  Awirii^t  Jtttte  1%  tTTg. 

(jBee  XomO  Io  JAum,  mme  date.) 
"To  Ctm§nm,    Speaks  htgliljr  of  Lmmnie^  A^,  Si  4, 1779. 
To  V990rem.    Qlvee  gwerftl  «iinr«7  of  Botepei  Aug.  4, 1719. 
TdGMffvit.    AelnlbrparlieiilacsoC  eiuMrg«8l4|»lii8lhiii^Sepl.  10,  t^ 
To  TVmBmrg  Boari*    SMemeol  of  ^lo  eapeneee  ••  fyniga  mlnlotor  ani  aeUon  of 

CoogTMO  iberoon,  Sepl.  19, 1779, 
To  MoSmm.    DiaeaaBeB  Paris  legation  and  erilielses  FrankliOy  Sepl.  90, 1779. 
From  LofMilf  Sept.  97, 1779. 

(See  Lor^U  to  Adami,  same  date.) 
Piooeedlngs  as  to  eleetiou  of  minister  to  Spain.    LmM  to  ^dasM,  Sept.  kt,  1779. 

Cgsjyfgwisiml  j^roeeeHnffB,  Sept.  98;  1779.' 
From  Xoeef^  Sept.  S^  1779. 

(See  Lwfetl  to  Adam$f  same  dale.) 
¥nm  Ltuwm§f  Sept.  90;  1779. 

(See  Znscrss  to  Adam§,  same  date.)  ' 
Appointed  peace  oommissioner,  Oct.  4, 1770. 

To  GrafffM.    Accepts.    QItcs  his  opinion  of  IsarrI,  Oct  17, 1779.  ^^ 

To  CamgrmB.    Snggeirts  seisttfe«f  BftUsh  wtiale  lleely  Oct.  19, 1779. 
Appointment  as  commisslsneg  aanonneed.    fftmUmffipu  fo  ildssif,  Oct.  90|  1779. 
To  Cbuffew.    Appc^nts  Tliaxler  as  seorelary,  Kot.  7, 1770. 
To  09ff|rrest.    B^orts  bis  anrliral  itt  Bnnipe^  l>se.  II,  1779. 
To  Com§rm9.    His  journey  tlirongh  Spain,  Doc.  16, 1779. 
T6  fovm'H^  o/  CSsrssna.    Deserilies  Ills  Tislt  in  Comnna,  Dee.  16, 1779. 
From  SarHti^  Dec  31, 1779. 

(See  SarUne  to  AdamB,  SAOie  date.) 
To  Confftew.    Narrative  of  Jonmey  through  Spain,  Jan.  16,  1780. 
To  VergenneB,    Annoonoes  his  appointment  as  peace  commimionor ;  proposes  to 
reside  in  Paris,  and  asks  whortbor  he  shall  report  to  the  British  GoTemraeot, 
Fob.  12,  1780. 
To  SarUne.    Reports  arrival,  Fob.  13,  1780. 
To  ConffresB.    Reports  vinit  to  Franklin  and  their  Joint  visit  to  Versailles,  Feb. 

13,  1780. 
Vorgennos  suggests  the  concealment  of  his  '^dventnel"  character.     Fergennet  to 

Franklin,  Feb.  13,  1780. 
From  Vcrgennes,  Fob.  15,  1780. 

(See  FergenncB  to  AdainB,  same  date.) 
To  CougrBBB,    Accounts  for  certain  fnnds  received  in  Spain,  Feb.  17,  1780. 
To  Genet,    Exposure  of  British  misstatements,  Feb.  18,  1780. 
To  La  Fayette,  to  same  effect,  Feb.  18,  1780. 

To  Vergennee.    Declares  he  preserves  secrecy  as  to  his  mission.  Fob.  19,  1780. 
To  CongreBB,    Comments  on  political  prospects,  Feb.  19,  1780. 
FroDi  Im  Fagette,  Feb.  19,  1782. 

(Sec  Tai  Fagette  to  AtlamB,  same  date.) 
To  CongreBB.    His  mission  suspected  in  England,  Feb.  20,  1780. 
From  Genet,  Feb.  20,  1780. 

(See  Genet  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
To  Jag,    Suggestions  as  to  correnpondoncc,  Feb.  22,  1780. 
To  Warren,    French  naval  exertions,  Feb.  23,  1780. 
To  S.  Adam$,    Exertions  of  France;  importance  of  privateering,  Feb.  23,  1780. 
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From  Vergennes,    Is  iuformed  of  Yorgonoes's  reliance  on  the  United  States,  Feb. 

24,  1780. 
To  Congress,    As  to  publishing  in  France,  American  constitutions,  Feb.  99, 1780. 
To  Congress,    British  campaign ;  character  of  Rodnoy,  Mar.  3, 1780. 
To  S,  Adams,    Character  of  Zard ;  importance  of  courtesy  towards  France,  Mar. 

4,  1780. 
To  Congress,    Presented  at  court,  Mar.  6,  1780. 
To  Congress,    Rodney's  success  and  moveraonte,  Blar.  10,  1780. 
To  Jennings,    General  political  views,  Mar.  12,  1780. 
To  Congress,    General  politics,  Mar.  12,  1780. 
To  Congress,    Gouoral  politics.  Mar.  14,  1780. 
From  A,  Lee,  Mar.  15,  1780. 

(See  A.  Lee  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Lovell,    Difllcultles  of  liis  position.  Mar.  16, 1780. 
From  W,  Lee,  Mar.  17,  1780. 

(See  W,  Lee  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Congress,    Views  as  to  campaign,  Mar.  18, 19,  20,  1780. 
To  W,  Lee,    Views  as  to  truce,  Mar.  21,  1780. 
To  Vergennes,    As  to  publishing  his  mission.  Mar.  21,  1780. 

(See  Vergennes  to  Adams,  Mar.  30,  1780.) 
From  A,  Lee,  Mar.  26,  1780. 

(See  A.  Lee  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Congress,    Views  as  to  public  affairs.  Mar.  23,  24,  26,  29,  1780. 
To  Congress,    Stating  his  position  in  regard  to  the  publication  of  his  mission.  Mar. 

30,  1780. 
To  Congress,    As  to  difficulties  in  Ireland,  Mar.  30,  1760. 
From  ;r.  Lee,  Mar.  30,  1780. 

(See  W,  Lee  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
Does  not  inform  Fraukliu  of  the  object  of  his  visit  to  Paris.    Franklin  to  Carmichael^ 

Mar.  31,  1780. 
To  A,  Lee,    Declining  to  be  mixed  up  iu  latter's  quarrols,  Mar.  31,  1780. 
To  W,  Lee,    Opinion  asfo  probability  of  peace,  Apr.  2,  1780. 
To  Congress,    Views  of  affairs  in  Holland,  Apr.  3,  1780. 
To  Congress,    Views  as  to  English  politics,  Apr.  3,  1780. 
To  Congress,    British  attack  on  Swedish  frigate,  Apr.  4,  1780. 
To  Congress,    Information  as  to  public  affairs,  Apr.  7,  1780. 
To  Carmichael,    Gouoral  politics,  Apr.  8,  1780. 
To  Congress,    British  losses  at  sea,  Apr.  8,  1780. 
To  Congress,    Kussinn  position  as  to  neufrality,  Apr.  10,  1780. 
To  Congress,    Affairs  in  Holland,  Apr.  10,  1780. 
To  Congress,    Affaiis  iu  England,  Apr.  11,  1780. 
From  Diggcs,  Apr.  14,  1760. 

(See  Diqges  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Congress,    (/urrcnt  political  news,  Apr.  14, 15, 17, 1780. 
To  Congress,    Speculations  as  to  peace,  Apr.  18,  1780. 
From  Franklin,  Apr.  22,  1780. 

(See  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date. ) 
From  Carmichael,  Apr.  22,  1780. 

(See  Carmichael  to  Adams,  panic  date.) 
To  Congress,    Current  political  news,  Apr.  24,  25,  26, 1780. 
From  Rush,  Apr.  28,  1780. 

(See  Rush  to  Adams,  eanio  date.) 
To  Congress,    Current  political  news,  Apr.  29, 1780. 
To  Genet.    Sugfrost^  publication  of  passage  from  Boliugbroke,  Apr,2'J,  1780, 
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To  Congreu.    Cnrrent  political  news,  May  2,  3, 1780. 

To  (}€Het,    Croite  of  Captain  Waton ;  bqccoss  of  American  priyatoon,  May  3, 1780. 

From  Gtrrif,  May  5,  1780. 
(Seo  Oerrg  to  Adam$f  same  date.) 

To  Congi €99,    Cnrrent  political  news,  Blay  8,  1780. 

To  Congre99.    Spanish  rules  of  neutrality,  May  8,  1780. 

To  FergeHne9.    Importance  of  alliance  to  Franco,  May  8, 1780.  % 

To  Oenet.  Views  as  to  peace,  May  9,  1780.  ^ 

From  Vergemn99f  May  10,  1780. 
(See  Vergeinie9  to  Adanu,  same  date.) 

To  Cangre99.    As  to  Irish  affairs,  May  10,  1780. 

To  Congre99.    Parliamentary  discussion  as  to  peace,  May  11,  1780. 

From  Digge9,  May  12,  1780. 
(See  Diggcs  to  Adams^  same  date.) 

To  Carmickael,    Current  i>olitical  news.  May  12,  1780. 

To  Jay,    Policy  of  Franco  and  Spain,  May  13,  1780. 

To  Congre99.    Current  political  news.  May  1:<,  1780. 

To  Digge9,    Resolute  attitude  of  the  United  States,  May  13,  1780. 

To  Jay,    Current  political  news.  May  15,  1780. 

To  QeneL    Position  of  the  United  States,  May  15, 1780. 

To  Congre99,  Current  political  news.  May  15, 1780. 

To  OeneU    Views  as  to  relation  of  England  and  France  to  America,  May  17,  1780. 

From  G0mel,  May  17, 1780. 
(See  Genet  to  AdanUf  same  date.) 

To  Congre99.    Position  of  Spain  and  Ilolland,  May  19,  1780. 

To  Vergennee,    Gives  late  American  news,  May  19,  1780. 

To  Congre99,    Qives  Conway's  speech  in  House  of  Commons,  May  20,  1780. 

To  Congre99,    Gives  other  extracts  from  debate.  May  20,  1780. 

To  Congress,    Recent  political  events.  May  23,  1780. 

To  A,  Lee.    Sees  grounds  for  dissatisfaction  with  his  allies  and  associates,  May 
25,  1780. 

To  Congress,    Gives  an  account  of  recent  political  events,  May  2G,  27,  1780. 

To  Congress.    Aflfairs  in  Ireland,  June  1,  1780. 

To  Congress,    Account  of  Rodney's  victory  of  April  17,  1780. 

To  Congress,    Criticism  ou  speech  of  Germain,  Juno  1,  1780. 

To  Congress.    Character  of  George  IIl.au  obstacle  to  peace,  June  2,  1780. 

To  Congress,    AlTuirs  in  Holland  and  Spain,  Juno  2,  I7d0. 

To  Congress,    Current  political  news,  Juno  4,  5,  1780. 

To  Congress,    Criticises  letter  of  General  Clinton,  Juno  G,  1780. 

To  Congress.    Cnrrent  political  news,  Jnnc  10,  1780. 

To  Congress,    Current  political  Irish  affairs,  Jnno  12,  1780. 

To  Congress.    Reports  Sholburne's  speech  of  Jnno  1,  Jnno  12,  1780. 

To  Congress.     Criticises  pamphlet  of  Galloway,  Juno  10,  1780. 

To  Congress.    Hutchinson's  death  and  character;  bad  inllnence  of  refugef s  in 
England,  Jnno  17,  1780. 

To  rcrgennes.     Explanation  of  financial  difllculties,  June  20,  1780. 
(See  Vergennes  to  Adanvs,  Juno  21,  1780.) 

(As  lo  corroHpondonce  with  Vorgcnnos  on  depreciation  of  currency,  see  Ver- 
gennes to  Adams^  June  21,  17H0;  Adams  to  Vergennes^  Jnne  22,  1780;  AdamiXo 
Franklin,  Jnne  22,  29,  1780 ;  see  also  Vergennes  to  lyanklin  and  Vergennes 
to  AdamSf  June  30,  1780.) 

To  Coagreis.    Importance  of  a  consul  at  Nantes,  Juno  29,  1780. 

To  Jefferson.    Mazzei,  information  us  to  ;  current  political  news,  June  29,  1780. 

To  Vergennes.    Loan-otlice  ct'itificatos  not  repudiation,  July  1,  1780. 
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Adam8,  John — Contitiuod. 

To  Cougresi.    Navy  Bhould  be  more  particularly  employed  io  croisiog,  July  6, 1780. 

To  CongriBB,    List  of  vesHels  destroyed  on  both  sides  daring  tbe  war,  Joly  6, 1780. 

To  Congre9B,    Reports  speech  of  Hartley  and  action  of  Parliament^  July  7,  1780. 

To  Congr e99.    Allairs  iu  Holland,  July  7,1780. 

From  W.  Uc,  July  8, 1780. 
(See  W,  Lee  to  Adams,  same  date.) 

From  Lovell.  (Committee  empowered  to  assume  Ldinrens's  duties  in  Holland, 
July  11,  1780.) 

To  Fergennei,  Gives  his  counsels  based  on  the  condition  of  the  war;  maintains 
that  the  English  iu  Amerioaare  now  and  have  been  for  two  years  in  the  power 
of  their  adversarios ;  that  a  superior  French  fleet  should  be  continually  maln- 
taiuod  on  the  American  waters ;  that  there  is  a  party  unfriendly  to  Frauce  iu 
the  Uuited  States ;  that  there  is  a  strong  effort  made  to  prove  that  France  is 
only  seeking  to  depress  both  America  and  England  by  an  unnecessary  protract- 
ing of  the  war ;  that  unless  France  makes  greater  efforts  this  belief  will  be- 
come gouoral,  July  13,  1780.    (Answered  by  Vergenncs,  July  20,  1780.) 

To  Congress.  Proposed  neutral  congress  ;  misstatements  of  English  papers  as  to 
America,  July  14,  1780. 

To  Congress.    Current  political  news,  July  15,  1780. 

To  Congress.    Statement  of  contending  naval  forces,  July  15,  1780. 

To  Congress.  Coudition  of  Russian  politics;  Russia  will  not  join  England,  July 
15, 1780. 

To  Vergenues.    Announcing  that  he  thiuks  he  should  at  once  communicate  to 
Britain  his  full  powers,  July  17,  1780. 
(See  r(cr</e»ine«' protest,  July  25, 1780. 
-  To  Congress.    Dilates  on  attitude  of  Russia  and  Prussia,  July  19, 1780. 

To  }V,  Lee,    Clinton's  lictitlous  letter;  slight  prospects  of  peace,  July  20,  1780. 

To  Vergennes.  Expresses  satisfaction  with  what  Vergenncs  tells  him  of  French 
efforts,  July  21,  1780. 

To  Congress,    Gives  current  political  news,  July  22,  1780. 

To  Congress.  Cumberland's  mission  at  Madrid ;  exultation  of  British  at  late  vic- 
tories, July  23,  1780. 

To  Vergennes.  Agrees  to  suspend  notification  to  Britian  of  his  powers  until  ho 
hears  from  Congress,  but  retains  his  former  opinion,  July  2G,  1780. 

To  Vergenncs.  Controverts  Yergennes's  Qtatement  that  the  King's  aid  to  Congress 
was  unsolicited;  gives  advice  as  to  best  way  of  employing  the  French  fleet, 
July  27,  1780. 

From  Vergenncs.    Declinlngfnrther  correspondence,  July  29,  1780. 

From  Congress f  Jnly  30,  1780. 
(See  Congress  to  Adams,  same  date.) 

(See  Huntington,  President  Congress,  advising  him  that  Vergennes'  position  is 
**  well  founded."    Infra,  Jan.  10,  1781. 

To  Congress.  DifTorcncos  between  himself  and  Franklin  as  to  the  attitude  to  be 
maintained  toward  France,  Aug.  9,  1780. 

To  Congress.  Laments  non-arrival  of  Laurens ;  gives  Swedish  and  Danish  decla- 
rations of  neutrality ;  importance  of  minister  at  Holland,  Aug.  14,  1780. 

To  Franklin.  Political  speculations;  value  of  French  alliance  reciprocal,  Aug. 
17,  1780. 

To  Congress.    France's  reply  to  Sweden's  neutrality  declaration,  Aug.  22, 1780. 

To  Congress.  Probabilities  of  campaign ;  want  of  a  loan  agency  in  Europe, 
Aug.  23,  1780. 

To  Congress.  Asking  them  to  institute  an  academy  for  reforming  and  ascertain- 
^*>er  tbe  English  langnage,  Sept.  3,  1780. 

-'»  further  drafts  will  bo  sent,  Sept.  7,  1780. 
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AhiMBf  Jomr— Ooaiinaed. 
From  JMma,  Sept  8;  1780. 

(See  IlM«  to  ^cteMt,«uiiadftto.)    ' 
Tq  GS»if rMt.    MentloDiog  conent  eTeote ;  teee  no  pfoepeot  of  ble  eommlMton  be* 

iog  of  otiliijT  f  imporUuioe  of  priTAteeriDg ;  Euglieh  eaisiire  of  BoMiMi  ehipe 

Mid  iti  inobftble  eoneeqaenoee^  Sept.  16;  1780L 
Tb  Co»§rm9*    AooepU  eppoiDtmeat  m  egeni  to  Holland,  Sept  19,  Oot  6, 1780. 
tie  OpMfrwM.    Will  oot  meko  known  hie  egenojr ;  oommento  on  the  enperloritj  of 

tbe  Engllah  Iragnage  to  the  Dntoh,  Sept  80, 1780. 
To  GSmfreM,    Yaloe  of  conetltntione  of  AmerioMi  Stales  as  anthorltioe ;  English 

inflnenoe  in  Holland,  S^t.  96^  1780. 
To  Cmt§rm9.    Beporti  pneentatlon  of  Dnteh  enriqri  to  Rnariai  Sept.  98;  Ooii 

3^1780. 
Fnwi  F^nutiUm,  Oct.  9, 1780. 

(See  JFinmkiin  to  JAunt,  same  dale.) 
tb  IlaauM.    As  to  peaee  praepeote,  Oot.  4, 1780. 
To  Confretf •    Ab  to  PortngnetQ  ezelneion  of  priaee,  Oet.  6, 1780. 
Besotntiona  of  Omffreti.    Instnieting,  not  to  agree  to  trnoe,  nor  to  the  xwtora- 

tU>n  of  rerugoee^  Oct.  8, 1780. 
Fcom  F^rmnkHn,    Advising  him  of  the  oflbnse  given  to  Vergennea  by  certain  ez- 

preflsion%  and  advising  him  that  if  they  were  inadvertent  they  be  explained, 

Oet.8,  1780. 
To  CsRfrsM.    Ihfbrmation  as  lo  Dnloh  aflMxs ;  soggesto  minister  to  Holland,  Oct. 

11, 1780. 
IVom  AwnMis,  Oct.  90, 1780. 

(See  JV«nJklia  to  Adtm§,  same  date.) 
To  Rrtmklhu    Acknowledging  the  Introdaotlon  of  Van  der  Capellan ;  staUng  that 

he  (Adams)  has  powers  Arom  Congress  lo  take  the  place  of  Laorens,  Ocl.  99, 

1780. 
To  Cvngrmi.    Barbaric  Ireatment  of  Laoiens ;  settling  down  at  The  Hague,  Oct. 

94,1780. 
To  Conffre$$.    Captare  of  some  of  Laurens'  papers,  and  their  disclosure  iu  IIol- 

laud ;  soverity  of  his  troatuicnt,  Oot.  *2G,  1780. 
From  Lavell,  Oct.  28. 1780. 

(8oo  Lovtll  to  AdatM,  same  dale.) 
To  C<nigre§$,    Political  affaire  in  England  and  the  United  States,  Oct.  31, 1780. 
To  Franklin,    As  to  payiiiout  of  bills  drawn  on  Laurens,  Nov.  4, 1780. 
To  Congren,    Giving  Yorke's  momorial  to  Congress,  Nov.  IG,  1780. 
To  Coagreta,    Showing  tbe  dangora  to  Holland  from  British  intorvontion,  Nov. 

17, 1780. 
To  Van  der  Capellan.    Showing  the  dangers  to  Holland  from  British  intervention, 

Nov.  90. 1780. 
To  Franklin.    No  prospect  of  loan  in  Holland,  Nov.  24, 1780. 
To  Congreee.    Critical  condition  of  Holland,  Nov.  25, 1780. 
To  Franklin,    Dangerous  crisis  at  Holland,  Nov.  30, 1780. 
To  Congreee.   Dangerous  crisis  at  Holland ;  no  money  to  be  there  obtained ;  strength 

of  English  influence,  Nov.  \)0, 1780.  • 
To  Capellan.    Discusses  relations  of  Holland  to  Atncrica,  Doc.  9,  1780. 
Narrates  Yorkers  final  demand  on  Holland,  Deo.  18,  1780. 
To  Gushing.    Affaire  in  Holland  resulting  from  Laurens'  capture  and  disclosure  of 

his  papere ;  favorable  views  of  tbe  Russian  Empress ;  no  occasion  for  gloom ; 

danger  to  America  of  extravagant  luxury ;  censure  of  American  public  men ; 

advises   sumptuary  laws;    ruin  that  would    follow    accommodation    with 

Britain ;  evil  effect  of  refugees  in  England ;  a<lviscB  imprisoning  all  disaffected 

persons;  **  would  bang  my  own  brother  if  be  took  part  with  the  enemy,''  Doc. 

15, 1780. 


8  PRELIMINARY    INDEX. 

Adams,  John — Continnod. 

To  Congress,    Qivos  a  nketcb  of  Dutch  cbnrclics,  Doo.  21,  1780. 

To  Con/fiess.  Rooall  of  Yorke  nnd  probability  of  Dutch  war  with  Britain  (three 
lottcrn),  Deo.  25, 1780. 

To  Congress.    Unpopularity  of  British  ministry,  Dec.  20,  1780. 

Tu  Congress,    CotnplicatioDS  ensuing,  Deo.  28,  1780. 

To  Congress.    Position  of  Zealand  and  relations  to  England,  Deo.  30,  1760. 

To  Congress.     Want  of  inforinatton  and  probabilities  as  to  war,  Dec.  31,  1780. 

To  Jluniington.    Commissioned  as  minister  to  the  Low  Countries,  Jan.  1, 1781. 

To  Congress.  British  manifesto  of  Dec,  1780,  against  the  Unite<l  Provinces ;  orders 
of  council  as  to  seizure  of  Dutch  vessels  and  goods,  Jan.  1,  1781. 

From  Dana,  Jnn.  1,  1781. 
(8co  Dana  to  yidamSf  same  dat«.) 

Credentials  of,  to  The  Netherlands,  Jan.  3,  1781. 

To  Congress.  American  cause  popular  in  The  Netherlands ;  loan  not  obtainable; 
Dumas  recommended  to  Congress,  Jan.  4,  1781. 

To  Congress.  Affairs  in  Holland;  Yorke  ordered  home  without  taking  leave; 
Dutch  minister  in  London  ordered  home,  Jan.  5,  1781. 

From  Huntington  (President  of  Congress).  Saying  that  Congress  holds  that  Vbr- 
gonnes'  objections  to  Adams  communicating  his  peace  commission  to  Great 
Britain  are  well  founded ;  also  (hat  Cougi-eps  desii*es  that  he  will  not  be  in- 
lluenccd  as  to  his  action  by  views  ns  to  contingencies  of  English  politics,  Jan. 
10.  1781. 
(See  Lovel  to  Franklin,  March  9,  1781.) 

To  Congress.  Dutch  anger  at  England  ;  Empress  of  Russia  indignant  at  the  roe- 
morialsof  Sir  Joseph  Yorke;  convention  to  be  signed  23d  instant;  letters  of 
nmrquo  to  be  given  against  the  English ;  the  country  unprepared  for  war; 
loan  can  not  yet  be  raised,  Jan.  14, 1781. 

To  Congress.  Zealand  endeavoring  to  bring  about  negotiations  with  England; 
the  companies  of  commerce  and  insurance  present  a  petition,  supported  by  a 
resolution  of  the  States  of  Zealand,  for  negotiations  with  England;  navy  of 
Holland,  Jan.  15,  1781. 

To  Congress,  Address  of  the  Prince  of  Orange  to  the  States-Qencral,  recommend- 
ing preparation  for  war;  reply  of  the  States-General,  Approving,  Jan.  15, 1781. 

To  Congress.  Declaration  of  the  States-General,  acceding  to  the  armed  neutrality, 
Jan.  15,  1781. 

To  Congress.  Loan  can  not  be  obtained;  advises  Congress  not  to  draw  in  IIo'- 
land,  Jan.  15,  1781. 

To  Congress.  Proclanmtion  of  the  States-General  to  encourage  privateering;  pro- 
clamation that  all  marines  in  the  sea  service  of  JloUand  will  receive  a  sum  of 
money  and  the  totally  disabled  a  peiiHion,  Jan.  18,  1781. 

To  Dana.  Lt  tlmrgy  of  the  Dutch ;  his  solo  pecuniary  resource  is  Franklin;  im- 
portance of  treaty  with  the  Dutch,  Jan.  18,  1781. 

To  Jiana.  Pleased  with  action  of  Congress  on  Dec.  12, 1780 ;  deprecates  the  croak- 
ing of  Sullivan,  Pickering,  and  Deane;  thinks  ho  could  borrow  money  if  he 
liad  a  commission,  Feb.  8,  1781. 

To  Congress.  Treaty  of  marine  and  neutrality  between  Russia,  Denmark  and 
Norway,  8wc<lcn,  and  Holland,  Feb.  11,  1781. 

To  Franklin.  Uec|ueHts  funds  to  p.'vy  bills  drawn  byCongnws;  peace  between 
Holland  and  Engl:ind  not  probable;  expects  to  obtain  loan.  Fob.  15,  1781. 

To  Franklin,    Will  send  information  of  bills  of  exchange;  Vauguyon  and  Ver- 
genncH  advises;  demand  for  an  answer  (to  the  proposition  of  an  alliance); 
action  of  America  in  proposing  alliance,  Feb.  20,  1781. 

From  Franklin,  Feb.  22,  1781. 
(See  Franklin  to  Adams^  same  date). 
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.AMB,  Jonir— GoBtlonod. 

To  Lm  FiMfSfMi.  Frlodftod  VMolvot  to  Mknowlodge  tbe  IndepandeiiM  of  Amer> 
urn:  xoqiiooto  ViMguyoo'o  opiuioa  m  to  sdvteblUty  of  propoolng  a  treaty 
beiwoen  Holland  aod  Amorioa,  Mar.  1, 1781. 

To  the  Sitiim  Q§mrmt  Fnoenting  looolntloiw  of  Oongnw  aoeodlag  to  fha  prin- 
dplMof  MiiliaUlj  dodared  byRiuoia,  Mar.  8, 1781. 

To  Faiif Hfoa.    Praaents  raaoluUon  of  Congraat  aooedliig  to  the  prinolples  of  oea- 

tnUity  dooland  by  RoMia,  Mar.  &  1781. 
-To  FaaJB^roM.    Prateota  naoliitlon  of  Congreto  aeoodlng  to  tho  principles  of 
nootmU^  daeland  by  Banlay  Mar.  B,  1781. 

To  OaUiUnm.  Praaenta  reiolatkm  of  Congrooi  aooadlng  to  the  prineiplea  of  non- 
traltly  daoland  by  Bnaria,  Mar.  8, 1781. 

To  Sig^kmrin.  Pmanta  raaolntion  of  Congrat  aooedlng  to  the  principles  of  neu- 
trality deeland  by  BoMia,  Mar.  8, 1/81. 

ToJUrtaowerd.  Praaenta  neolntlon  of  Congnei  aoeeding  to  the  prineiplea  of 
neotrallty  deelared  by  Boeniay  Mar.  8, 1781. 

To  DmuL  Aa  to  their  personal  relations ;  aa  to  torpor  proTalent  in  Holland,  Mar. 
lS,i78L 

fkom  Vmmptjf$m,    DeeUnlng  to  give  his  good  offloee  as  requested  by.  Mar.  14, 1781. 

ToC9m§rm».  Manifesto  of  Holland  against  England;  offer  of  Rossia  to  mediate; 
the  offer  aeoepted.  Mar.  18»  1781. 

Conuaiasion  as  minister  to  Holland  reoelTed ;  negotiations  Ibr  a  loan ;  division  of 
sontinient  in  ftliat  nation;  England  desires  to  inToWe  Europe  in  war,  Mar. 
19,178L 

Ts  ^qr>    Bpaln^  delay  in  recognising  the  United  States  inflnenoes  Holland,  Mar. 

»,  1781. 
To  C9M§rm$,    Will  consult  aa  to  conduct  on  his  mission  to  Russia.    Jkmm  to  Cam- 

frwt,  Mar J8»  178L 
To  C0»§n§$,    Memorial  pressnted  by  Baron  do  Lyndeii,  ftora  Holland  to  the  King 

of  Sweden,  asking  ai€l,  Mar.  29, 1781. 
To  CoMgrm,    Taxes  in  Eugland ;  financial  systoms  of  Franco  and  England ;  no- 
ceasity  of  fixed  taxes  and  credit  at  homo  to  establish  Ainorioa's  credit  in 
Europe,  Mar.  29,  1781. 
XTrom  ^ranl^Ka,  Apr.  7,  1781. 

(8eo  Franklin  to  Adam$,  same  date.) 
1o  Congre$9.    Can  raise  no  funds  in  The  Netlicrlands,  and  must  €lopend  on  Frank- 
lin ;  affaire  in  The  Netherlands,  Apr.  6, 1781. 
"Xo  Franklin,    As  to  Arnold's  corruption  ;  hns  failed  in  liis  loan  oflbrts  in  Holland  ; 
America  miglit  be  able  to  stand  alono;  is  badly  troato<l  in  Europe,  Apr.  IG, 
1781. 

To  Vanguyon,  Power  to  conclude  a  treaty  with  Holland  received ;  also  loiter  of 
oredeooo  to  the  States-Qeneral  and  the  Prince  of  Orango  as  minister  ploiii- 
potonliary  to  Holland,  Apr.  16,  1781. 

To  Dana,  Advice  ns  to  his  conduct  on  his  mission  to  Hussia ;  advises  him  to  go  to 
Russia  as  a  private  gentleman  without  consulting  the  French  minister,  and 
then,  when  in  Hussia,  to  call  oo  the  Russian  minister  to  receive  him ;  approves 
the  sending  of  ministers  to  the  several  courts  of  Europe,  Apr.  18,  1781. 

From  Dana,  Apr.  18,  1781. 

(See  Dana  to  Adams,  same  date.) 

'^0  i\\^  States  General,  luforniing  them  of  his  commission  as  minister  plenipo- 
tentiary and  proposing  a  treaty,  Apr.  19,  1781. 

To  the  Prinoe  ef  Orange,  Infonning  him  of  Iiis  commission  as  minister  plenipo- 
tentiary, with  power  to  malce  a  treaty,  and  inclosing  liis  memorial  to  the 
States-General,  Apr.  19,  1781. 

From  Franklin,  Apr.  29,  1781. 
(See  Franklin  to  Jdame,  samn  date.) 
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Adams,  John— Continued.  ^ 

To  Franklin,  List  of  bills;  thinks  a  set  of  bills  maj  proonTO  Congress  a  loan; 
announces  receipt  of  commission  as  minister,  empowering  him  to  make  a 
treaty,  Apr.  27,  1781. 

To  Vauguyon,    As  to  Joint  action  with  other  powers,  May  1,  1781. 

To  CongresB,  Presentation  of  his  powers  to  the  grand  pensionary  of  Holland, 
May  3,  1781. 

To  Congress,  His  reception  declined  by  the  Prince  of  Orange,  on  the  gronnd  that 
the  independence  of  the  United  States  had  not  yet  been  acknowledged; 
French  minister  dissent's  from  Adams^  course,  May  7,  1781. 

To  Franklin,    As  to  loans  and  accounts,  May  8, 1781. 

To  J,  Laurnts,    As  to  Laurens*  late  action  in  obtaining  loans;  agency  of  Major 
Jackson,  May  8,  1781. 

To  Congress.    Ah  to  iiis  memorial,  and  also  as  to  affairs  in  Holland,  May  IG,  1781. 

To  Congress,  As  to  affairs  in  Holland ;  despairs  of  obtaining  money  there,  May 
16,  1781. 

From  Franklin,  May  19,  1781. 
(See  Franklin  to  AdamSf  same  date.) 

To  Congress,    Giving  French  and  Dutch  convention.  May  20, 1781. 

To  Congress,    Prussian  navigation  ordinance.  May  21,  1781. 

To  Franklin,  As  to  affairs  in  Holland;  as  to  addressing  memorial  to  Dutch  au- 
thorities, May  2:J,  1781. 

To  Congrcbs,    As  to  affairs  in  Holland,  May  24,  1781. 

To  Congress,    Qiviiig  Dutch  state  papers,  May  27,  1781. 

To  Congress,  His  want  of  confidence  in  the  French  court,  and  hia  offering  independ- 
ent negotiations  with  Britain  likely  to  embarrass  both  France  and  England. 
Lnzeme  to  Congress,  May  28,  1781. 

To  Congress.  English  bUtndero  in  the  capture  of  St.  Enstatia,  May  29,  1781. 

To  Congress.    Giving  Dutch  documents,  May  29,  1781. 

To  Congress.  Notifies  States-General  of  the  United  States  Confederation,  June  1, 
1781. 

From  Franklin,  Juno  5,  1781. 
(Sue  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 

To  Congress.    Affairs  in  Holland,  June  5,  1781. 

■ 

To  Congress.    Affairs  in  Holland,  Juno  11,  1781. 
From  Franklin,  June  11,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Congress,    Affairs  in  Holland,  June  12,  1781. 
To  Congress.    Affairs  in  Holland,  June  15,  1781. 
From  Congress,  June  20,  1781. 

(See  llantingion  (Congress)  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.    Position  of  Russia  as  to  mediation,  June  23,  178^ 
To  Congress.     Affairs  in  Holland,  June  23,  1781. 
To  Congress,    Affairs  in  Holland ;  also  as  to  introduction  of  British  goo<1s  into 

the  United  States  in  neutral  bottoms,  June  26,  1781. 
To  Congress,    Affairs  in  Holland,  June  26,  1781. 
'T'o  Congress,    As  to  Jackson's  accounts,  June  27,  1781. 

*«  ^^  affairs  in  Holland,  June  29,  1781. 
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Aauis,  John— ContlnQed. 

¥nm  Comgfw$.    BeToeatlon  of  Lis  powers  to  negoiUto  %  oommoroial  ireAtji 

July  IS,  1781. 
to  Vwr§tnnm,    Ak  to  modiatioo,  Julj  13,  1781. 
To  Comfrt99,    Aa  to  mediation,  Jnlj  14,  17dl. 
To  Fbrfrnaet.    Aato  mediation,  Jnly  10, 1781. 
T6  (km§nM9»    Aa  to  affaira  In  Holland,  July  17, 1781. 
To  fkrfeiimet.    Aa  to  mediation,  July  18, 1781. 
To  F^ryraaet.    Aa  to  mediation,  Jnly  10,  1781. 
.  (Sea  FerfeRacf  to  Adawu^  July  18^  1781.) 

T6  Vergmmm.    Aa  to  treaty-making  power  in  tlio  United  States,  Jnly  91, 1781. 
fo  Cbayrcst.    Aa  to  aflkira  in  Holland,  July  81,  1781. 
From  LomHU    Aa  to  eommlnlon,  Jnly  81, 1781. 
To  ComgrtM,    Aa  to  ounent  political  oven  to,  Aug.  3, 1781. 
To  Confrem.    Aa  fo  eorrent  politieal  eventa;  aa  to  ngenta  at  Knatatia,  Aug. 

3,1781. 
To  Ooa^retn.    Aa  to  eorrent  politieal  newa,  Aug.  0, 8, 1781. 
I^om  Fr€MUIm,  Aug.  G,  1781. 

(See  I^rankHm  to  Aiami,  tame  date.) 
fnm  DrwiiUii,  Ang.  18, 1781. 

(Soe  IVaaftlia  to  AdatM,  aatiie  date. ) 
Ftora  €fomgre9i,  Ang.  16,  1781. 

(See  Goa^row  to  Adam$,  aaiue  date.) 
Vram  FInmWMf  Ang.  16, 1781. 

(8eo  IVaaMla  to  Aiam$,  aame  date.) 
From  CoN^roif.    Inatmotlooa  as  to  treaty  with  Holland,  Ang.  IG,  1781. 
To  C9M§rm$.    CHrlng  a  atatement  aa  to  tiie  political  atatuH  of  TeniiHe,  Aug.  16, 

1781. 
To  Goaf  root.    Bnasia's  mediation  for  Holland,  Ang.  16,  1781. 
To  Congrmt,    Account  of  naval  action  of  Aug.  5,  18, 1761. 
To  CongrfB.    Account  of  naval  action  of  Aug.  5,  l^i,  17B1. 
To  Congre$9.    Current  political  ovoiito;  position  of  Vim  Hcrckol,  Aug.  22,  1761. 
To  Franklin,    As  to  progress  of  poaco  negotiations ;  mediation  makes  no  jtrogress ; 

(igliting  the  only  elTcctual  metliod  of  negotiation ;  *'  my  talent,  if  1  liave  one, 

is  for  making  war,"  Ang.  25,  1781. 
Prom  Franklin,  Ang.  25, 1781 . 

(See  Franklin  to  Adamn,  same  date.) 
From  Dana,  Aug.  28,  1781. 

(See  Dana  to  Adamn  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Ang.  31, 1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
Prom  Lovell,  Sept.  1,  1761. 
(Reo  Lovell  to  Adams,  sume  dnte.) 

Bills  turned  fo  Franklin  for  payment.     Luserne  1o  Congress,  Sept.  21,  1761. 
To  Franklin.    Stating  what  oxpenncs  ore  to  be  regarded  as  public,  Oct.  4,  1781. 
'^oFrankliH.    Satisfaction  'with  receiving  tho  new  commiMHion  of  peace;  advises 

that  Vcrgeuncs  slionld  bo  informed  of  tlie  extension  of  tlie  commission,  Oct* 

4,  1781. 
From  Franklin,    As  to  commission ;  giving  American    news  and  speaking   of 

Adams'  heavy  acceptances,  and  his  liope  of  a  Dntcli  loan,  Oct.  5,  1781. 
To  Congress,    Approves  of  new  conunisfiion  of  ]ieace;  dors  net  believe  that  <ho 

English  will  treat  for  many  years;  Iuih  failed  in  nltenipls  to  liorrow  nione^'; 

his  reception  put  off,  lie  does  not  know  for  how  long ;  the  Knglisli  ]>arty  in 

Holland  not  likely  to  snoceed  ;  his  own  ill  health  would  make  him  willing  to 

be  recalled,  Oct.  15,  1761. 
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Adams,  John — CoDiinnod. 

To  Congress.    As  to  aflaire  in  Ilollaud,  Oct.  17,  18,  25 ;  Nov.  1, 1781. 
From  lAvingslon,  Oct.  23,  1781. 

(Soo  lAvingaion  (o  AdamSf  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Ni.v.  7,  1781. 

(Soo  Franklin  to  AdamSf  sanio  date. 
From  Franklin,  Nov.  23,  1781. 

(Sco  Franklin  to  AdamSf  snmo  dato.) 
To  Vauguyon.     As  to  conference,  Nov.  24,  25,  1781. 

To  Franklin,     As  to  Russian  niodiatiou  with  Holland ;  congratulations  as  to  York- 
town,  Nov.  26,  1781. 
To  Jay.    As  to  Yorktown ;  prejudicial  eflect  of  delay  of  Spain,  Nov.  2G,  1781. 
From  Livingston.    The  recall  of  his  x)owei*s  to  make  comnioroial  treaty  with  Britain, 

Nov.  20,  1781. 
From  Franklin,  Nov.  20,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
From  Jay.    As  to  peace  commission  and  CornwalHs'  surrender,  Nov.  28,  1781. 
To  Congress,    Affairs  in  Holland,  December  4,  1781. 
From  Vauguyon,  December  7,  1781. 

(Sco  Vauguyon  to  Adams,  same  dato.)  ' 

From  Fianklin,  Dec.  14,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.     Britain  accepts  Russia's  mediation  with  Holland,  Doc.  12,  24, 1781. 
To  Congress.     Movements  in  Holland  towards  tlio  United  States,  Deo.  14,  1781. 
From  Jay,  Doc.  15,  1781. 

(See  Jay  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
.   From  Franklin,  Dec.  17,  17HI. 

(Soo  FranlUn  to  Adams,  samo  date.) 
To  Congress.     As  to  bis  r.ction  in  Holland,  Doc.  18,  ?781. 
To  Vauguyon.     As  to  diplomatic  action,  Dec.  19,  1781. 
From  Vauguyon,  Dec.  20,  1781. 

(See  Adams  to  Vauguyon,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.     Prussian  navigation  ordinauccH,  Doc.  25. 1781. 
From  Livingston,  Dec.  26, 1781. 

(Sco  Livingston  to  Adams,  samo  date.) 
To  Congress.     Accession  of  Germany  to  armed  neutrality,  Deo.  29,  1781. 
From  Vauguyon.     Giving  odviee  of  Vergenncs  in  favor  of  bis  visit,  under  certain 

1  i mi tn lions,  to  Dutch  ofllcials,  Dec.  30,  1781. 
From  Livingston,  Jan.  9, 1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Adams^  stimo  date. 
To  Congress.    Announces  bis  rocex>tion  at  Tbe  Hague  and  tbo  condition  of  affairs 

in  Holland.  Jan.  14,1782. 
To  Congress.    Reports  position  of  Russia,  Jan.  15, 1782. 
To  Congress.    Reports  position  of  Sweden,  Jan.  16, 1782. 
To  Franklin.    Failure  to  obtain  a  new  Dutch  loan,  Jan.  25, 17.''2. 
From  Franklin,  Feb.  4, 1782. 

(See  Adams  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Fob.  12, 1782. 

(Sco  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston.    Position  of  Affairs  in  Holland,  Feb.  14, 19, 1782. 
To  Franklin.    Is  not  oflicially  received  by  ibo  Government  of  The  Netherlands, 
nnd  objects  to  remaining  incognito;  bis  awkward  position  at  Tlie  Hague; 
cliargcd  with  vanity ;  American  diplomats  considered  as  "  a  kind  of  militia,*' 
Feb.  20, 1782. 
To  Livingston.    Condition  of  affairs  at  Holland;  has  purchased  a  lioaso  for  the 
legation  at  Tbe  Hague,  Feb.  27, 1782. 


- *■  ■ 


«  *■ 


^1Pi^Jtlliiig»ttii,    HmiM  M^oti  of  firitlid^  "^ii^;^^  lljir.  I9|^jli$9. 

Am  JNnMii,  Ite.  II,  1788.  /^      ;  '  / 

^r  .  pteii JH^iiiMliiti^iAiMif}  (Huno<tfti6.) 

T»JlwdWiii,    Dlniwwm  pnbtto  aflilray  Har^  IG^'l^ 

-Afite  peM0  iMgottB^na   (Bee  FraokBiiVlowrnal  liraia.  Mar.  91  to  Jiiljr  1,  IW% 

«ader  «bite  of  Jnly  1, 1788.  > 
tb  fWutWtt.    YMted  by  Diggepy  who  OMBTmofi  with  bim  as  to  peeo^  Hue  86, 

(See  l^fw  to  fhHilbliiii  Her.  83,  ITBB.) 
:flm  £«jn^ef^  Mte  87, 1781 

(See  JCa  FkpM  le  AdtmB^  aaioe  date.) 
' -JPiMee  JPhMiJMi,  Mar.  81, 1788. 

(Sm  JPhmtlia  to  ^<laait,  eame  date.)  '    '  .     . 

1^  Faa  BMnrtdk.    AoknowloOgee  aotios  of  Holland  aod  Weet  Frieelaiid,  Mar.  81> 
^'     'IWl- 
,Tb  feffea,    MeittioM  oonuBiuiioatloii  from  ^&S^  ^P^*  ^^*  ^^^ 
l^keatfWMiito,  Apr.  19,  I788.f 

(8ee  fWmlrlia  to  Jdmat,  eane  date.) 
1^  JhMMia.    Aa  to  peaee  ni^otlatloiHl,  Apr.  18^  1^    (Given  In  Fmaidhi'e 

JeamalmHtordateof  Jnljr  1, 1788.  .,  , 

TiUiiiifftoa^    Aa  to  Hollattd  affald^  Apr.  19|  8%  iTte. 
y^  AuMh  Apr.  83|  1788,  ;  h.^.i*; 

(See  Jkmm  to  ^ifaeie,  eame  date.) 
To  IMiHrtfeii.    Affain  io  Holland,  Apr.  23, 1788. 
To  LivingBton,    Comniento  ou  court  coreiiionial,  Apr.  23, 1782. 
To  FfwMln.     Peace  negotiations,  May  2,  17d2.    (Giveu  in  Fraiililin's  Journal 

nndor  date  of  Jnly  1,  17^.) 
To  D\mw,    As  to  eocial  dntice,  May  2, 1782. 

^titnate  of  hie  exponsoa.     Livingston  to  Congrcae,  May  8,  1782. 
From  Franklin,  May  8,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  AdavnB,  same  date,  in  Fraokliu's  Journal,  July  1, 178i.) 
To  hwna,    Aflfaira  in  Holland,  May  13,  1782. 
To Xrivie^aioii.    Affairs  in  Holland;  importance  of  services}  of  Duuias,  May  16, 

1782. 
Prom  lAvingaUm,  May  22,  1782. 

(8oo  Uvingatan  to  AdamSj  same  date.) 
^^  lAvingBton.    Instrncted  as  to  impropriety  of   listening  to  suggestions  of 

separato  peace.  May  29,  1782. 
^^^ifailAvingsion,    His  course  approved,  May  30,  1782. 
"^^ iMingnion,    AflTairs  in  Holland  ;  visit  from  Laurens,  Juno  0,  1782. 
•^'^^ Franklin.    As  to  ponce  comuiission  and  alTairs  in  Holland,  Juno  13,  1782. 
To  Mngston,    As  to  peace  between  Holland  and  England,  Juno  14,  1782. 
To£<Hiif7«toB.    As  to  diplomatic  intercourse  with  Holland,  Juno  15,  1782. 
To  Uvingslon.    Financial  operations  of  Franklin  and  Morris,  J  uue  25,  1782. 
ftom  Lhiagsionf  July  4, 1782. 

(See  Liriug$Ufn  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Lwingston,    As  to  Dntch  loan ;  as  to  a  Dutch  reception,  inclosing  an  addreea 

from  Bobiedam,  July  5,  1782, 
IVom  Jag,  Aug.  8, 1782, 
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Adams,  John — CoDiiniiod. 

To  Congress.    As  to  aflaire  iu  IloUaud,  Oct.  17,  18,  25 ;  Nov.  1, 1781. 
From  Livingston,  Oct.  23,  1781. 

(Sec  Livingston  io  Adams^  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Ni.v.  7,  1781. 

(Soo  Franl'Un  to  Adama,  samo  date. 
From  Franklin,  Nov.  23,  1781. 

(Sco  Franklin  to  Adama,  snmo  dato.) 
To  Vangmjon,     As  to  confcroiicc,  Nov.  24,  25,  1781. 

To  Franklin.     As  to  Rnssiaii  iiiodiatiou  with  Ilollaud ;  congratulations  as  to  York- 
town,  Nov.  26,  1781. 
To  Jay.    As  to  Yorktown ;  prejudicial  efTect  of  dolay  of  Spain,  Nov.  26,  1781. 
From  Livingston.    TIio  recall  of  his  powersto  niako  commoroial  treaty  with  Britain, 

Nov.  26,  1781. 
From  Franklin,  Nov.  26,  1781. 

(Sco  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
From  Jay,    As  to  peace  commisstou  and  Coniwallis'  surrender,  Nov.  28,  1781. 
To  Congress.     AiTairs  iu  Holland,  December  4,  1781. 
From  Vauguyon,  December  7,  1781. 

(See  Vauguyon  to  Adams,  samo  date.)  ' 

From  Franklin,  Dec.  14,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.     Britain  accepts  Russia's  mediation  with  Holland,  Dec.  12,  24, 1781. 
To  Congress.     Movements  iu  Ilollaud  towards  the  United  States,  Deo.  14,  1781. 
From  Jay,  Dec.  15,  1781. 

(Sec  Jay  to  Adams,  samo  date.) 
.   From  Franklin,  Dec.  17,  17HI. 

(Soo  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.     As  io  his  r.ctiou  iu  Holland,  Doc.  18,  ?781. 
To  Vauguyon.     As  to  diplomatic  action.  Doc.  11),  1781. 
From  Vauguyon,  Dec.  20,  1781. 

(See  Adams  to  Vauguyon,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.     Prussian  navigation  ordinances,  Deo.  25. 1781. 
From  Livingston,  Dec.  26, 1781. 

(See  Livingston  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.     Accession  of  Germany  to  armed  neutrality,  Dec.  29,  1781. 
From  Vauguyon.     Giviug  advice  of  Yergeunes  iu  favor  of  his  visit,  under  certain 

limitntious,  to  Dutch  oflloials,  Dec.  30,  1781. 
From  Livingston,  Jan.  9, 1782. 

(Seo  Livingston  to  AdamSfSMno  date. 
To  Congress.     Atinounccs  his  recexitiou  at  The  Hague  and  tlie  condition  of  afTairs 

iu  Ilollaud,  .Tan.  14, 1782. 
To  Congress.    Reports  position  of  Russia,  Jan.  15, 1782. 
To  Congress.    Reports  position  of  Sweden,  Jan.  1(»,  1782. 
To  Franklin.    Failure  to  obtain  a  new  Dutch  loan,  Jan.  25, 17."'2. 
From  Franklin,  Feb.  4, 1782. 

(See  Adams  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Feb.  12, 1782. 

(Sco  Franklin  to  Adams,  samo  date.) 
To  Livingston.    Position  of  Affairs  iu  Holland,  Fob.  14, 19, 1782. 
To  Franklin.    Is  not  ofllci ally  received  by  ilio  Goveruniftut  of  The  Netherlands, 
and  objects  to  remaining  incognito;  bis  awkward  position  at  Tho  Hague; 
charged  with  vanity ;  American  diplomats  cousidered  as  ''  a  kind  of  luilitia,'' 
Feb.  20,  1782. 
To  Livingston.    Condition  of  affairs  at  Holland;  has  purchased  a  hoaso  for  the 
legation  at  Tlie  Hague,  Feb.  27, 1782. 


PRELIMINARY   INDEX.  9 

Adams,  JonN — ContiDucd. 

To  £a  VaugujfOfi,  Friesland  reaolvos  to  acknowlmlgo  tbo  independence  of  Amer- 
ica: reqaeete  Vaogtiyou's  opinion  bh  to  advfsability  of  proposing  a  treaty 
between  Holland  and  Ainorica,  Mar.  1,  1781. 

To  the  SUite$'09iierah  Presenting  resolntions  of  Congress  acceding  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  nenirality  declared  by  Russia,  Mar.  8,  1781. 

To  Fangiiifon,  Presents  resolution  of  Congress  acce<ling  to  the  principles  of  neu- 
trality declared  by  Russia,  Mar.  8.  1781. 

To  VanBcrckel,  Presents  resolution  of  Congress  acceding  to  the  principles  of 
neutrality  declared  by  Russia,  Mar.  8, 1781. 

To  QaUitMcn,  Presents  resolution  of  Congress  acceding  to  the  principles  of  neu- 
trality declared  by  Russia,  Mar.  8,  1781. 

To  Sapkerin,  Presents  resolution  of  Congress  acceding  to  the  principles  of  neu- 
trality declared  by  Russia,  Mar.  8,  1/81. 

To  JBftreaaioerd.  Presents  resolntion  of  Congress  acceding  to  the  principles  of 
neutrality  declared  by  Russia,  Mar.  8, 1781. 

To  Dana.  As  to  their  personal  relations ;  as  to  torpor  prevalent  in  Holland,  Mar. 
12,  1781. 

From  ^auguifon.    Declining  to  give  his  good  ofDcos  as  requested  by,  Mar.  14, 1781. 

To  Conffre$$.  Manifesto  of  Holland  against  England ;  oiTor  of  Russia  to  mediate; 
the  ofler  accepted,  Mar.  18,  1781. 

Commission  as  minister  to  Holland  received ;  negotiations  for  a  loan ;  division  of 
sentiment  in  that  nation ;  England  desires  to  involve  Europe  in  war.  Mar. 
19,  1781, 

To/sjf.    Spain's  delay  in  recognizing  the  United  States  influences  Holland,  Mar. 

88,  1781. 
To  Ccngre$$.    Will  consult  as  to  conduct  on  his  mission  to  Russia.    Dana  to  Con- 

irre98t  Mar.28,  1781. 
To  Congre$9,    Memorial  presented  by  Baron  de  Lynden,  from  Holland  to  the  King 

of  Sweden,  asking  aid.  Mar.  29,  1781. 
ToCoN^rea«.    Taxes  in  England ;  financial  systems  of  Franco  and  England;  no- 
ceesity  of  fixed  taxes  and  credit  at  homo  to  establish  America's  credit  in 
Europe,  Mar.  29,  1781. 
From  Franklin,  Apr.  7,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Adams j  same  date.) 
To  Congress.    Can  raise  no  funds  in  The  Netherlands,  and  must  depend  on  Frank- 

lio;  affairs  in  Tbe  Netherlands,  Apr.  6,  1781. 
To  Franklin,    As  to  ArnohPM  corruption  ;  lins  failed  in  his  loan  cfibrts  in  Holland  ; 
America  might  be  able  to  stand  alono;  is  badly  trcato<l  in  Europe,  Apr.  16, 
1781. 
To  Vauguyon,     Power  to  conclude  a  treaty  with  Holland  received  ;  also  letter  of 
credence  to  the  States-General  and  tbe  Prince  of  Orange  as  minister  pleni- 
potentiary to  Holland,  Apr.  16,  1781. 
ToDaira.    Advice  ns  to  his  conduct  on  liis  mission  to  Kussia;  advises  him  to  go  to 
Russia  as  a  private  gentlem.in  without  consulting  the  French  minister,  and 
then,  when  in  Russia,  to  call  on  the  Russian  minister  to  receive  him  ;  approves 
the  sending  of  ministers  to  tbe  several  courts  of  Europe,  Apr.  18,  1781. 
From  Dana,  Apr.  18,  1781. 

(See  Dana  to  Adanis,  same  date.) 

To  the  ^tafes  Genera 2.  Informing  them  cf  bis  connnission  as  minister  plenipo- 
tentiary and  proposing  a  treaty,  Apr.  19,  1781. 

Totlio  Prince  of  Orange,  Informing  him  of  liis  commission  as  minister  plenipo- 
tentiary, with  power  to  make  a  treaty,  and  inclosing  his  memorial  to  the 
States-General,  Apr.  19,  1781. 

Prom  Franklin,  Apr.  29,  1781. 
(See  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
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Adams,  John— Continaod. 

(800  Jay  to  Adams f  satno  date) 
To  Ja\f,    As  to  cominissiou  of  poaoo  and  as  to  political  prospoots,  Aag.  10,  1783. 
To  Jay,    As  to  Fits  Herbert's  commission ;  as  to  necessity  of  taking  ao  independ- 
ent position,  Ang.  13,  178*2. 
To  Jay,    As  to  jtolitical  details,  Aog.  17,  1782. 

To  LivingatoH,    As  to  political  details;  Dntcli  position  as  to  peaoOi  Aug.  18, 1783, 
To  iMiirena,    As  to  Fitx  Herbert's  commission,  Aug.  18,  1782. 
To  Livivg$ion,    As  to  treaty  with  Holland,  Aug.  22, 1782. 
From  Laurens f  Aug.  27, 1782. 

(Soe  Laurens  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston^  Aug.  29,  1782. 

(Sec  Livingston  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  JAvingston,    Position  of  French  fleet;  condition  of  affairs  in  Holland  leading 

Dnt<3h  politicians;  and  of  foreign  ministers  in  Holland,  Sept.  4,  1782. 
To  Livingston,  Suspects  France  of  encouraging  Spain's  delays  in  acknowledging 
independence;  approves  (differing  from  Franklin)  sending  ministers  to 
Berlin,  Vienna,  Tuscany,  etc. ;  reports  affairs  in  Holland ;  peace  nogotia- 
tious;  Vorgonnos  disapproves  of  triple  alliance;  should  not  be  bound  by 
Froncli  advice,  Sept.  6,  1782. 
To  Livingston,    Qivos  account  of  his  expenses,  including  purchase  of  house  at 

The  Hague,  Sept.  7,  1782. 
To  Laurens,    Deplores  **  infernal  arts  "  used  to  create  dissensions  among  Ameri- 
can ministera,  Sept.  15,  1782. 
To  Congress,    Objects  to  form  of  British  commission ;  desires  Jennings  as  secre- 
tary to  commission,  Sept.  15,  1782. 
•  To  Congress,    His  reception  by  Holland  as  minister  auknowledgcd.    Livingston  to 
governors  of  slates,  Sept.  15,  1762. 
From  Livingston,  Sejit.  15,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Dana,    Speaking  of  his  success  in  Holland,  Sept.  17, 1782. 
To  Livingston,    Speculations  as  to  peace;  conversations  with  different  foreign 

ministers ;  concert  of  Dutch  and  French  lleets,  Sept.  23,  1782. 
To  Livingston,  Memorial  as  to  Bank  of  Amsterdam,  Sept.  26,  1782. 
From  Morris,  Sept.  27,  1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
From  Jay,  Sept.  28,  1782. 

(See  Jay  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  La  Fayette.    Pleasant  relations  at  The  Hague,  Sept.  29,  1782. 
From  Iai  Fayette,  Oct.  6,  1782. 

(See  La  Fayette  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Jay,    Conclusion  of  treaty  with  Holland,  Oct.  7,  1782. 
To  Livingston,    Conclusion  of  treaty  with  Holland,  Oct.  8,  1782. 
To  Dana,    Conclusion  of  treaty  with  Holland,  Oct.  10,  1782. 
To  Livingston,    Conclusion  of  treaty  with  Holland,  Oct.  12,  1782. 
From  Dana,  Oct.  15,  1782. 

(See  Dana  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston,    Arrival  at  Paris;  has  called  on  Jay,  and  And  that  they  are  per- 
fectly agreed ;  does  not  consider  himself  bound  to  do  nothing  without  French 
consent;  suspects  that  Rayneval  went  to  England  to  "insinuate  something 
relative  to  the  fisheries  and  the  boundaries,"  Oct.  31,  1782. 
(See  Journal  of  peace  negotiations,  Nov.  2,  1782.) 
From  Franklin,  Nov.  3,  1782. 

(Soe  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  OswaUh    Kstatos  of  loyalists  can  not  be  restored,  Nov.  5, 1782. 
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A9A.1I8,  Jfouv^Continaed. 

To  Lamnm:    Urgos  atiendMiM  of  LMirent,  Not.  0, 1781. 

To  IMm§9liom.    Nfuntoo  progroM  of  negotiftUona  for  peaee ;  eantloiM  agalntl 

THuiee,  Not.  6, 1782. 
Ti>  FrmMUk,    SotUeinent  of  Aoooimto ;  htm  ouly  obUlnod  odo  million  sod  »  half 
fpiildon  JDrtead  of  Atb  millions  at  Holland ;  proopecto  of  peaee,  Not.  6, 1783, 
Fmm  liHiififois  Not.  6, 1788. 

(8oa  Xiviafttoa  to  Aimam^  fanio  date.) 
To  Ai«a.    Mentioning  British  recognition  of  independenoe,  and  thinking  that 

Dana  maj  now  be  reoelTed,  Nov.  8, 178B.  ^ 

To  XittaftiM.    Objects  to  rule  requiring  oonsaltation  with  France,  Not.  8, 1782. 
His  interriew  wilh  Yergenneo.  with  whom  be  dines  and  oonTcncs.    Jonmal, 
Not.  10, 1788. 
To  lA9ln§9t9m,    Conversations  with  Whiteford  and  Oswald.    Jonmal,  Nov.  11, 

1788. 
To  IlsiafffsN.    Narrates  progress  of  negotiations ;  exhibits  his  dlstinotlTO  tIows  ; 

distrusts  France^  but  opposes  re-instatement  of  tories,  Not.  11, 1782. 
Fkom  Xivtoftfeii,  Not.  19, 1782. 

(8eo  Zlvia^tloa  to  Adami,  same  date.) 
T^  LMmgsUm,    Further  protests  sgainst  his  instmotions,  Not.  18, 1788. 
Ts  LMngtion,    Aignes  that  America  is  to  be  suspicions  of  all  groat  Knropean 
powers;  oompensation  refhsed  to  tories ;  Tisited  by  Ridley  and  Bancroft ; 
qpeenlallons  as  to  Engliah  politics.  Not.  20,  1782. 
to  LMHBi^m.    Discusses  flsheriesi  Not.  85,  86, 88, 80,  1788. 
lb  LMm§9iom.    Bpeonlatlons  as  to  course  of  British  ministry,  Nov.  81,  1788. 
JiMrasI  (fishery  discussion),  Not.  88,88,89,1782. 
Jbsrsal  (fishery  and  Mississippi),  Not.  30, 1788. 

To  AisaUia.    Suggests  writing  to  Dana  to  oommnnieate  treaty  of  peaoo  to  Russia 

snd  the  foreign  minister  there  resident^  and  also  to  subscribe  to  the  armed 

neutrality,  Dec.  3,  1782.     Journal^  Dec.  3,  1788.    As  to  treaties  with  other 

powers. 

To  liciik/ttoa.    Notifying  of  treaty  of  peace,  Deo.  4,  1782.    (See  Jour  naif  Doc.  5, 

17<J2,) 
To  Dana,    Aiinouiicing  treaty,  and  siij^gosthig  that  he  Aiiuoiinco  his  mission,  Doc. 
6, 12, 1782.    Jofurnaly  Dec.  9,  1782,  as  to  fiituro  rolatioiis  of  Britain  and  tho 
United  States;  agrcomont  of  all  parties  to  nrniod  neutrality. 
^''AiiUm  and  Jaif  to  Dana,    Advising  him  to  notify  his  mission,  Dec.  12, 1782. 
To  UnUigBton.    Announcing  signature  of  prelimiuarios ;  Dana's  position,  Deo. 

14, 1782. 
From  Living9ion^  Deo.  19,  17':2. 

(See  Livingston  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
His  parchase  of  house  at  The  Hague  approvoil  by  Congress,  Doc.  27,  1782. 
ToDtuMM.    Dutch  prospects  of  peaoe;  armod  neutrality;  failure  of  his  Dutch 

losD,  Jan.  1,  1783. 
Iforrii  to  Franklin^  Jan.  11,  1783. 
iforrif  to  Adams,  Jan.  19,  1783. 
Fbm  Dana,  Jan.  15,  1783. 

(See  Dana  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Jan.  19,  1783. 

(See  FrankUn  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
Fh)m  MorriB,  Jan.  19,  1783. 

(See  Morris  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
loUvingsion.    Misfortunes  of  the  Dutch ;  in  politics,  gratitude,  etc. ;  are  danger- 
ous guides;  speaks  highly  of  Lanrons,  Jan.  23,  1783. 
From  Dnma9,    Inviting  conferonce  with  Brantzeu  as  to  poaco,  Jan.  24,  1783. 
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Adams,  John— Continuod.  "• 

To  Franklin,    List  of  bills;  thiuks  a  set  of  bills  may  proonre  Congress  a  loan; 

aDuonnccs  rocoipt  of  comiuissioii  as  minister,  empowering  him  to  make  a 

treaty,  Apr.  27,  1781. 
To  Vaugmjon,    As  to  Joint  action  with  other  powers,  May  1,  1781. 
To  Congress,    Presentation  of  his  powers  to  the  grand  pensionary  of  Holland, 

May  3,  1781. 
To  Congress,    Ilis  reception  declined  by  the  Prinoe  of  Orange,  on  the  ground  that 

the  independence  of  the  United  States  had  not  yet  been  acknowledged; 

French  minister  dissente  from  Adams^  course,  May  7,  1781. 
To  Franklin,    As  to  loans  and  acconnts,  May  8, 1781. 
To  J,  Laurens,    As  to  Laurens'  late  action  in  obtaining  loans;  agency  of  Major 

Jackson,  May  8,  1781. 
To  Congress.    As  to  his  memorial,  and  also  as  to  affairs  in  Holland,  May  IG,  1781. 
To  Congress,    As  to  affairs  in  Holland ;  despairs  of  obtaining  money  there,  May 

16,  1781. 
From  Franklin,  May  19,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Adamt,  same  date.) 
To  Congress,    Giving  French  and  Dutch  convention.  May  20, 1781. 
To  Congress,    Prussian  navigation  ordinance,  May  21,  1781. 

To  Franklin.    As  to  affairs  in  Holland  ;  as  to  addressing  memorial  to  Dntch  au- 
thorities, May  23,  1781. 
To  Congrebs,    As  to  affairs  in  Holland,  May  24,  1781. 
To  Congress,    Giving  Dutch  state  papers,  May  27,  1781. 
To  Congress,  His  want  of  confidence  in  the  French  conrt,  and  hia  offering  In^lepend- 

ent  negotiations  with  Britain  likely  to  embarrnss  both  France  and  England. 

Luzerne  to  Congress,  May  28,  1781. 
To  Congress.  English  bhindoro  in  the  capture  of  St.  Eustatia,  May  29,  1781. 
To  Congress.    Giving  Dutch  documents.  May  29,  1781. 
To  Congress.    Notifies  States-General  of  the  United  States  Confederation,  Jnno  1, 

1781. 
From  Franklin,  June  5,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Congress,    Affairain  Holland,  June  5,  1781. 
To  Congress,    Affairs  in  Holland,  June  11,  1781. 
From  Franklin,  June  11,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Congress,    Affairs  in  Holland,  Juno  12,  1781. 
To  Congress,    Affairs  in  Holland,  June  15,  1781. 
From  Congress,  June  20,  1781. 

(See  Hnntinglon  (Congress)  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.    Position  of  Russia  as  to  mediation,  June  23,  178^ 
To  Congress.     Affairs  in  Holland,  June  23,  1781. 
To  Congress.    Affairs  in  Holland;  also  as  to  intro<1nction  of  Ikitish  goods  into 

the  United  States  in  neutral  bottoms,  June  20,  1781. 
To  Congress,    Affairs  in  Holland,  Juno  26,  1781. 
To  Congress,    As  to  Jackson's  accounts,  June  27,  1781. 
To  Congress,    As  to  affairs  in  Holland,  June  29,  1781. 
From  Franklin,  June  30,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date. 
To  Congress,     Proceedings  in  Hollaud,  July  5,  1781. 
To  Vergennes,     As  to  mediation  proposition,  July  7,  1781. 
To  Congress,    Proceedings  in  Holland,  July  7,  1781. 
To  Congrtss,     Proceed ing.s  in  Russia,  July  7,  1781. 
To  Congress,     As  to  procoodings  in  Holland,  July  10,  1781,  ' 
To  Congress.     As  to  mediation,  July  11,  1871. 
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Adams,  JonN->Coutinned. 

From  JJana,  Sept.  8,  1780. 

(Sco  JJana  to  Adams,  same  date.) 

To  Congren,  Meutioniug  ourrent  eyents ;  sees  no  prospect  of  his  commisBion  be- 
ing of  atility  ;  iuiportance  of  privateering ;  Euglish  seiznre  of  Rassiau  ships 
and  its  probable  cousoqueooes,  Sept.  16,  1780. 

To  Congress.    Accepts  appointment  as  agent  to  Holland,  Sept.  19,  Oct.  5, 1780. 

To  Congress.  Will  not  make  known  his  agency ;  comments  on  the  superiority  of 
the  English  language  to  the  Dutch,  Sept.  20,  1780. 

To  Congress.  Value  of  coustitutions  of  American  States  as  authorities ;  English 
inlluence  in  Holland,  Sept.  25,  1780. 

To  Congress.  Reports  presentation  of  Dutch  envoys  to  Russia,  Sept.  28,  Oct. 
3,1780. 

From  Franklin,  Oct.  2,  1780. 
(Sco  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 

To  Dnmas.    As  to  peace  prospects,  Oct.  4, 1780. 

To  Congress.    As  to  Portuguese  exclusion  of  prizes,  Oct.  H,  1780. 

Resolutions  of  Congress,  Instructing,  not  to  agree  to  truce,  nor  to  the  restora- 
tion of  rofugcoBf  Oct.  8,  1780. 

From  Franklin.  Advising  him  of  the  olTense  given  to  Vorgennes  by  certain  ex- 
pressions, and  advising  him  that  if  they  were  inadvertent  they  be  explained, 
Oct.  8,  1780. 

To  Congress.  Information  as  to  Dutch  affairs ;  suggests  minister  to  Holland,  Oct. 
11, 1780. 

From  Franklin,  Oct.  20, 1780. 
(See  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 

To  FrankUn.  Acknowlo<lgiug  the  introduction  of  Van  der  Capellan ;  stating  that 
he  (Adams)  has  powers  from  Congress  to  take  the  place  of  Laurens,  Oct.  22, 
1780. 

To  Congress.  Barbaric  treatment  of  Laurens ;  settling  down  at  The  Hague,  Oct. 
24, 1780. 

To  Congress.  Capture  of  some  of  Laurens'  papers,  and  their  disclosure  in  Hol- 
laud  ;  severity  of  IiIh  troatniont,  Oct.  26, 1780. 

From  LovcH,  Oct.  !28, 1780. 
(Sco  Lovell  to  AdamStBamo  date.) 

To  Congress.    Political  atfnirs  in  England  and  the  United  States,  Oct.  31, 1780. 

To  Franklin.    As  to  p<iynicnt  of  bills  tlrawn  on  LaiirenH,  Nov.  4, 1780, 

To  Congress.    Giving  Yorko's  memorial  to  Congress,  Nov.  IG,  1780. 

To  Congress.  Showing  the  dangers  to  Holland  from  British  intervention,  Nov. 
17, 1780. 

To  Van  der  Capellan.  Showing  the  dangers  to  Holland  from  British  intervention, 
Nov.  20. 1780. 

To  Franklin.    No  ])ro8pect  of  loan  in  Holland,  Nov.  24, 1780. 

To  Congress.    Critical  condition  of  Holliind,  Nov.  2r>,  1780. 

To  Franklin,    Dangerous  crisis  at  Holland,  Nov.  30,  1780. 

To  Congress.  Dangerous  crisis  <it  Holland ;  no  money  to  be  there  obtained ;  strength 
of  English  influonce,  Nov.  30, 1780.  • 

To  Capellan.    Discusses  relations  of  Holland  to  America,  Dec.  9,  1780. 

Narrates  Yorkers  final  demand  on  Holland,  Dec.  18,  1780. 

To  Cushing.  Affairs  in  Holland  resulting  from  Laurens'  capture  and  disclosure  of 
his  papers ;  favorable  views  of  the  Russian  Empress ;  no  occasion  for  gloum ; 
danger  to  America  of  extravagant  luxury  ;  censure  of  American  public  men ; 
advises  sumptuary  laws;  ruin  that  would  follow  accommodation  with 
Britain  ;  evil  effect  of  refugees  in  England ;  advises  imprisoning  all  disaffected 
persons;  '*  would  hang  my  own  brother  if  he  took  part  with  the  enemy,"  Dec. 
15,  1780. 
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Adams,  John — Continncd. 

To  Congress,    Qivos  a  Bkotcb  of  Dutch  chiirclios,  Dec.  21,  1780. 

To  Congress,  Recall  of  Yorke  nnd  probability  of  Diitcb  war  with  Britain  (three 
lottcrM),  Doc.  25, 1780. 

To  Congress,    Unpopularity  of  British  ministry,  Deo.  20,  1760. 

To  Congress,     Complications  ensuing,  Deo.  28,  1780. 

To  Congress.    Position  of  Zealand  and  relations  to  England,  Dec.  30,  1780. 

To  Congress.     Want  of  information  and  probabilities  as  to  war,  Dec.  31,  1780. 

To  Huntington,    Commissioned  as  minister  to  the  Low  Countries,  Jan.  1, 1781. 

To  Congress.  British  manifesto  of  Deo.,  1780,  against  the  United  Provinces ;  orders 
of  council  as  to  seizure  of  Dutch  vessels  and  goods,  Jan.  1,  1781. 

From  Dana,  Jan.  1,  1781. 
(See  Dana  to  Adams,  same  dat«.) 

Credentials  of,  to  The  Netherlands,  Jan.  3,  1781. 

To  Congress.  American  cnuso  popular  in  The  Netherlands;  loan  not  obtainable; 
Dumas  recommended  to  Congress,  Jan.  4,  1781. 

To  Congress,  Affairs  in  Holland;  Yorke  ordered  home  without  taking  leave; 
Dutch  minister  in  London  ordered  home,  Jan.  5,  1781. 

From  Huntington  (President  of  Congress).  Saying  that  Congress  holds  that  Ver- 
gonues'  objections  to  Adams  ccmmunicatlng  his  peace  commission  to  Great 
Hrltain  are  well  founded  ;  also  that  Cougreps  desii'es  that  ho  will  not  bo  in. 
finenccd  as  to  his  action  by  views  ns  to  contingencies  of  English  politics,  Jan. 
10,  1781. 
(See  Lovel  to  Franklin,  March  9,  1781.) 

To  Congress.  Dutch  anger  at  England  ;  Empress  of  Russia  indignant  at  the  roo- 
morialsof  Sir  Joseph  Yorke;  convention  to  bo  signed  23d  iustant;  letters  of 
marque  to  be  given  against  the  English;  the  country  unprepared  for  war; 
loan  can  not  yet  be  raised,  Jan.  14, 1781. 

To  Congress.  Zealand  endeavoring  to  bring  about  negotiations  with  England; 
the  companies  of  commerce  and  insurance  present  a  petition,  sup|Hirtcd  by  a 
resolution  of  the  States  of  Zealand,  for  negotiations  with  England;  navy  of 
llolljuul,  Jan.  15,  1781. 

To  Congress,  Address  of  the  Prince  of  Orange  to  the  States-General,  recommend- 
ing preparation  for  war;  reply  of  the  States-General,  Approving,  Jan.  15, 1781. 

To  Congress.  Declaration  of  the  States-General,  acceding  to  the  armed  nentrality, 
Jan.  15,  1781. 

To  Congress.  Loan  can  not  be  obtained;  advises  Congress  not  to  draw  in  IIo'- 
laud,  J«in.  15,  1781. 

To  Congress.  Proclamation  of  the  States-General  to  encourage  privateering;  pro- 
clamation that  all  marines  in  the  sea  service  of  Holland  will  receive  asum  of 
money  and  the  totally  disabled  a  pension,  Jan.  18,  1781. 

To  Dana.  Lethargy  of  the  Dutch;  his  sole  pecuniary  resource  is  Franklin;  im- 
portance of  treaty  with  the  Dutch,  Jan.  18,  1781. 

To  Dana.  Pleased  wi<h  action  of  Congress  on  Dec.  12, 1780 ;  deprecates  the  croak- 
ing of  Sullivan,  Pickering,  and  Deane;  thinks  he  could  borrow  money  if  ho 
bad  a  comnn'ssion,  Feb.  8,  1781. 

To  Congress.  Treaty  of  marine  and  neutrality  between  Russia,  Denmark  and 
Norway,  Swe<lon,  and  Holland,  Feb.  11,  1781. 

To  Franklin.  Rec|ueMts  funds  to  pay  bills  drawn  by  Congress;  peace  between 
Holland  and  England  not  probable;  expects  to  obtain  loan,  Feb.  15,  1781. 

To  Franklin.    Will  send  information  of  bills  of  exchange;  Vauguyon  and  Ver- 
gennes  advisee;  demand  for  an  answer  (to  the  proposition  of  an  alliance); 
action  of  Amorlcn  in  proposing  alliance,  Feb.  20,  1781. 

From  Franklin,  Fob.  22,  1781. 
(See  Franklin  to  Adams^  same  date). 


PRELIMINARY   INDEX.  13 

Adams,  John— Cod  tinned. 
r-From  VauguifOH  His  cuurso  critised,  Mar.  4,  1782. 
From  Livingtion,    Advised  to  linvo  kindly  relations  to  Vangnyon,  Mar.  5,  1782. 
To  IMnffitan.    Narrates  action  of  British  Parliament,  Mar.  10, 178:j. 
Qnostion  of  his  public  reception  at  The  llagae,  Mar.  11,  1782. 
From  Franklin f  Mar.  11, 1782. 

(See  F)ranklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Franklin,    Disonsscs  public  affairs,  Mar.  15,  1782. 
To  IMingslon.    Sends  papers  in  respect  to  bis  reception  as  minister  at  Holland, 

Mar.  19,  1782. 
Part  in  peace  negotiations.    (See  Franklin's  Jonnial  from  Mar.  21  to  July  1, 1782, 

under  date  of  July  1,  1782.  ) 
To  Franklin,    Visited  by  Digger,  who  converses  with  him  as  to  peace.  Mar.  26, 
1782. 
(See  Digg€9  to  Franklin,  Mar.  22,  1782.) 
From  LaFayelte,  Mar.  27,  1782. 

(See  La  Fageiie  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
Ynm  Franklin,  Mar.  31, 1782. 

(Soe  Franklin  to  Adams^  same  date.) 
Tu  Vtm  BleiBwick,    Acknowledges  action  of  llulland  and  West  Fricsland,  Mar.  31, 
1782. 
^  To  Vtingujfon,    Mentions  communication  from  Diggrs,  Apr.  10,  1782. 
From  FrankUn,  Apr.  13,  1782.. 

(Soe  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Frsnklin.    As  to  peace  negotiations,  Apr.  IG,  1782.     (Given  in  Franklin's 

jonnial  under  date  of  July  1,  1782. 
To  UHngston.    As  to  Holland  affairs,  Apr.  19,  22,  1782. 
From  Dana,  Apr.  23,  1782. 

(See  Dana  to  Adams,  same  date. ) 
To  Limgston,    Affairs  in  Holland,  Apr.  23,  1782. 
To  Litingston,    Comments  on  court  cerouiouial,  Apr.  23,  1782. 
'^0 FrankUn,      Peace  negotiations,  May  2,   1782.     (Given  in  Franklin's  Journal 

under  date  of  July  1,  17^^.) 
1*0  Dumas.    As  to  social  dntics,  May  2,  1782. 

Estimate  of  bis  expenses.     Livingston  to  Congress,  May  8,  1782. 
From  Franklin,  May  8,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Adams^  same  date,  in  Franklin's  journal,  July  1,  178i.) 
To  Dana,    Affairs  in  Holland,  May  13,  1782. 
'^Q Livingston,    Affairs  in  Holland;  importanco  of  servicer  of  Dumas,  May  16, 

1782. 
From  Livingslon,  May  22,  1782. 

(Sco  Livingston  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,     Instructed  ns  to  impropriety  of   listening  to  suggestions  of 

separate  peace.  May  29,  1782. 
From  Livingston,     His  conrso  approved,  May  30,  1782. 
To Uifingston,    Affairs  in  Ilollnnd  ;  visit  from  Laurens,  June  0,  1782. 
'To  Franklin,    As  to  peace  commission  and  affairs  in  Holland,  .Juno  13,  1782. 
To  Livingston,     As  to  peace  between  Holland  and  England,  Juno  M,  178*2. 
To  Livingston,    As  to  diplomatic  intercourse  with  Holland,  Juiu^  1.^),  1782. 
To  Livingslon,    Financial  operations  of  Franklin  and  Morris,  J  uuo  25,  1782. 
From  Livingston,  July  4,  1782. 

(Seo  fAvingston  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston,    As  to  Dut'Cli  loan;  as  to  a  Dutch  reception,  inclosing  an  address 

from  Schiedam,  July  5,  1782, 
From  Jay,  Aug.  2,  1782, 
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Adams,  John— Continned.  ^ 

To  Franklin.  List  of  bilb;  thiuks  a  set  of  bills  may  prooare  Congress  a  loan; 
anuoiiDcos  receipt  of  oommissioii  as  minister^  empowering  him  to  make  a 
treaty,  Apr.  SJ7,  1781. 

To  Vauguyon,    As  to  Joint  action  with  other  powers,  May  1,  1781. 

To  Congress,  Presentation  of  his  powers  to  the  grand  pensionary  of  Holland, 
May  3,  1781. 

To  Congress,  His  reception  declined  by  the  Prince  of  Orange,  on  the  ground  that 
tbo  indopeudence  of  the  United  States  had  not  yet  been  acknowledged; 
French  minister  dissents  from  Adams'  oonrse,  May  7,  1781. 

To  Franklin,    As  to  loans  and  accounts,  May  8, 1781. 

To  </.  Laurens,    As  to  Laurens'  late  action  in  obtaining  loans;  agency  of  Major 
Jackson,  May  8,  1781. 

To  Congress.    As  to  liis  memorial,  and  also  as  to  affairs  in  Holland,  May  IG,  1781. 

To  Congress.  As  to  affairs  in  Holland;  despairs  of  obtaining  money  there,  May 
16,  1781. 

From  FrankliUf  May  19,  1781. 

(Sec  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 

To  Congress.    Giving  French  and  Dutch  convention,  May  20, 1781. 

To  Congress.    Prussian  navigation  ordinance,  May  21,  1781. 

To  Franklin.  As  to  affairs  in  Holland ;  as  to  addressing  memorial  to  Dutch  au- 
thorities, May  23,  1781. 

To  Congrcbs.    As  to  affairs  in  Holland,  May  24,  1781. 

To  Congress.    Giving  Dutch  state  papers,  May  27,  1781. 

To  Congress.  His  want  of  confidence  in  the  French  court,  and  his  oiTcring  independ- 
ent negotiations  with  Britain  likely  to  embarrass  both  France  and  England. 
Luzerne  to  Congress,  May  28,  1781. 

To  Congress.  English  bUindero  in  the  capture  of  St.  Eustatia,  May  29,  1781. 

To  Congress.    Giving  Dutch  documents,  May  29,  1781. 

To  Congress,  Notifies  States-General  of  the  United  States  Confederation,  June  1, 
1781. 

From  Franklin,  Juno  5,  1781. 
(See  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 

To  Congress.    Affairs  in  Holland,  June  5,  1781. 

• 

To  Congress.    Affivirs  in  Holland,  June  11,  1781. 
From  Franklin,  Juno  11,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.    Affairs  in  Holland,  June  12,  1741. 
To  Congress.    Affairs  in  Holland,  June  15,  1781. 
From  Congress,  Juno  20,  1781. 

(See  Huntington  (Congress)  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.    Position  of  Russia  as  to  mediation,  June  23,  178^. 
To  Congress.     Affairs  in  Holland,  Juno  23,  1781. 
To  Congress.    Affairs  in  Holland ;  also  as  to  iutro<1uotion  of  British  goods  into 

the  United  States  in  neutral  bottoms,  June  26,  1781. 
To  Congress.    Aff'airs  in  Holland,  Juno  26,  1781. 
To  Congress,    As  to  Jackson's  accounts,  June  27,  1781. 
To  Congress,    As  to  affairs  in  Holland,  June  20,  1781. 
From  Franklin,  June  30, 1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date. 
To  Congress.    Proce<Mling8  in  Holland,  July  5,  1781. 
To  Vergennes.     As  to  mediation  proposition,  July  7,  1781. 
To  Congress,    Proceedings  in  Holland,  July  7,  1781. 
To  Congress.    Procceilingrt  in  Russia,  July  7,  1781. 
To  Congras.    As  to  proccodingH  in  Holland,  July  10,  1781. 
To  Congress.     As  to  mediation,  July  11,  1871. 


m 


iDAXt,  JoUN— Coulitniet!. 

rnmi  Canftnwa.    RorocKtioii  of  hie  poir4sra  fe  »etofl»*g  •  qWBMOTlil  tma^, 

Joly  12,  1781. 
To  r«rgM«w.  Alto  incdialion,  July  13,  17*1'.' 
To  Cottgrm.  As  U)  modiiktiori,  Jnlj  H,  ITBl. 
To  rtrgnanrt.  Aulo  nii-cliatioii,  July  lil,  1781. 
ToCoMffrr...  A-to  nmiirs  in  nollnml,  July  IT,  1781. 
to  Vrgtoirtct.  Aa  to  inodintioii,  July  IS,  ITlfl- 
To  yargennet.    An  tn  inailintinn,  July  1!',  1T9L  .,^ ;,. 

(Sen  rrryeNHti  tu  Adam;  July  IS,  1781.) 
To  ytrgnmtt.     Aa  t«  tronty -making  !<«>'"'<'>'  )*  *)>•  Unltad  States  Jnly  U,  im. 
Tti  a>R|rr«u.    Aa  to  sITairii  in  HuUaiifl,  July  Si,  1781. 
Pmm  Lovrll.    AhIo  oouiiiilMilon,  July  SI,  1781. 
Tk  CnfTcw.    Aa  to  ennont  pollUoal  evwiti,  Aag.  3, 1781. 
lb  CmfTMi.    A>  la  munoi  paHUaal  event*;  «•  to  egenta  »t  Knetatl*,  Avg. 

3,1791. 
lb  OfNffraM;    Aa  to  enitaA  poUUeal  aeW^  Aag.  9, 8,  ITBI. 
IkMtt  AmUte,  Attg.  6, 17M. 

(Bee  AwaHlM  to  .Mmt,  awne  AM*. } 
riBmA«)iMI«,Aiig.U,17Pl.  '      **  '  .^    ... 

(Bos  AomM*  to  .idoM,  aaine  dftte. ) 
hoM  Ongrm,  Avf.  le,  1741. 
'    (BieCbHfn*ito.^<aMf,  wmedato.) 
Im  nrtmUit,  Aug.  ifl,  1781.' 


Fnai  OaafTMi.    InatnieHona  a*  to  treaty  with  Holland,  Ang.  10,  ITBt. 

T»  Ongrwrn.    Oirlag  a  alatanwttt  aa  to  Um  jpolltloal  aUtna  of  Tenii^le,  Ang.  IS, 

tT8I. 
T»C»afrMa.    Bnaiia'anieAtatlanforlloUand,  Aag.  is,  1781. 
ToCongrtm,    Aoooant  of  naval  aetloa  of  Aag.  S,  IB,  17dl. 
To  Comgrat.    Acoouut  of  naval  action  of  Aug.  f>,  22,  17)31. 

To  CoKgrai.    Curront  political  ovoiita;  positiou  of  Vnu  llmnlcol,  Aug,  22,  1731. 
Td  A'anftliii.    Ah  to  jirogreaBOf  pcncDnegotlutioua;  lueillntinu  inaksaiioiiro^rew; 

llgfatiug  the  only  eObotual  meLlimt  of  iio^otiatlou  j  "  my  taluut,  if  I  lia\  o  one. 

It  for  luoking  wnr,"  Auf;.  25,  ITBl. 
From  JiMMHIa,  Aug.  25,  1781. 

(See  FrankliH  to  Adama,  iinme  Aato.) 
^m  Dana,  Aug.  38,  1761. 

(Soe  Dana  to  Adam*  aunio  dato.) 
Froiu  I^anklin,  Aug.  :11, 1781. 

(8ee  FranillH  to  Adaait,  aamo  date.) 
PromXoreH,  Sept.  1,  17ol. 
(Ree  Lavell  to  ..4danu,  aiiino  date.) 

Itilla  turnsd  to  Frnukllii  for  payrnouL     Litzente  to  Congreta,  8«]>t.  21,  17H1. 
To  fraHtlit.     Stating  wlintoxpcuBOaare  to  bo  rognrddl  uh  piiblio,  OcL  4,  1T81. 
I'oA-aKtfJH.     Satiafoctiou  witli  receiving  Uio  iiovr  coininJHBion  of  peace;  ail  vinos 

Unit  Vetgouhoa  alionld  bo  iiiforuicd  of  the  oxteuaiou  oribe  ooiumtaaioii,  Out- 

4,  1781. 
I'torn  iVanltfia.     Aa  to  coumiaaioii ;   giving  Americou    nena  nud  apeakiug   of 

Ailaius'  heavy  acceptances,  and  bia  linpo  of  a  Dutcii  loan,  Oct.  5,  1781. 
To  Cattgrm.     Approvoa  of  now  commiMlnn  of  pcaco;  doi-a  iiut  bclicvo  tluit  tlio 

EiigliHh  -will  treat  for  niany  yeara ;  bna  failed  in  al.lciupts  tn  liiirruw  muiicy ; 

his  receiitioD  put  off,  lie  dooe  not  know  for  Imw  long;  tlie  Kuglinli  purty  in 

Holland  not  likely  to  aucccod ;  bia  own  ill  health  would  inako  biiu  willing  to 

be  recalled,  Oct.  15, 1731. 
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Adams,  John— Coniintiod. 

To  Congress.    As  to  afTaire  in  IloUaud,  Got.  17,  18,  26 ;  Not.  1, 1781, 
From  Livingston,  Oct.  23,  1781. 

(Seo  Livingston  io  Adams,  same  date.) 
From  7'Vflnil/t«,  Nov.  7,  1781. 

(Soo  Franklin  to  AdaniSf  same  clato. 
From  Franklin,  Nov.  23,  1781. 

(Sco  Franklin  to  Jdams,  same  date.) 
To  Vanguijon,     As  to  conference,  Nov.  24,  25,  1781. 

To  Franklin,     As  to  Russian  modiatiou  with  Holland ;  congratnlatioua  as  to  York- 
town,  Nov.  26,  1781. 
To  Jay.    As  to  Yorktown ;  prejudicial  effect  of  delay  of  Spain,  Nov.  2G,  1781. 
From  Livingston.    TIio  recall  of  Lis  powers  to  make  commercial  treaty  with  Britain, 

Nov.  26,  1781. 
From  Franklin,  Nov.  26,  1781. 

(Sco  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
From  Jay,    As  to  peaco  commission  and  Cornwallis'  surrender,  Nov.  28,  1781. 
To  Congress,    Affairs  in  Holland,  December  A,  1781. 
From  Vaugnyon,  December  7,  1781. 

(See  Vaiiguyon  to  Adams,  same  date.)  ' 

From  Franklin,  Dec.  14,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.     Britain  accepts  Russia's  mediation  with  Holland,  Deo.  12,  24, 1781. 
To  Congress.     Movements  in  Holland  towards  the  United  States,  Dec.  14,  1781. 
From  Jay,  Doc.  15,  1781. 

(Sec  Jay  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
.  From  Franklin,  Dec.  17,  1781. 

(Seo  Franllin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Congress,    As  to  his  notion  in  Holland,  Doc.  18, 1781. 
To  Vaugnyon.     As  to  diplomatic  action,  Dec.  19,  1781. 
From  Vaugnyon,  Dec.  20,  1781. 

(See  Adams  to  Vanguyon,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.     Frnssian  navigation  ordinances,  Doc.  25. 1781. 
From  Livingston,  Dee.  26, 1781. 

(See  Livingston  to  Adams,  sanio  date.) 
To  Congress.     Accession  of  Germany  to  armed  neutrality,  Deo.  29,  1781. 
From  Vangnyon,     Giving  advice  of  Vergenncs  in  favor  of  his  visit,  under  certain 

limitntions,  to  Dutch  oillcials,  Dec.  30,  1781. 
From  Livingston,  J a,n,0, 1782. 

(Seo  Livingston  to  AdamSfBsimo  date. 
To  Congress.    Announces  his  recex)tion  at  Tbo  Hague  and  tho  condition  of  affairs 

inllulland.Jan.14,1782. 
To  Congress,    Reports  i>OHition  of  Russia,  Jan.  15, 1782. 
To  Congress,     Reports  position  of  Sweden,  Jan.  16, 1782. 
To  Franklin.    Failure  to  obtain  a  new  Dutch  loan,  Jan.  25, 17.^2. 
From  Franklin,  Feb.  4, 1782. 

(See  Adams  to  Franklin,  namo  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Feb.  12, 1782. 

(Seo  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston,    Position  of  Affairs  in  Holland,  Feb.  14, 19, 1782. 
To  Franklin.    Is  not  onieially  received  by  tho  Government  of  Tho  Netherlands, 
and  objects  to  remaining  incognito;  his  awkward  position  at  Tbo  Hague; 
cliarged  with  vanity ;  American  diplomats  considered  as  "  »  kind  of  militia,'' 
Feb.  20, 1782. 
To  Livingston,    Condition  of  affairs  at  Holland  ;  lias  imrohasod  a  house  for  the 
legation  at  Tlie  Hague,  Feb.  27, 1782. 
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AnuHp  Joiuf— Cootinned. 
fftom  Vmwfujfon  HIa  eoana  «riilMd,  Mar.  4,  I78B. 
tnm  IMnftfra.    Advitod  to  hftTe  kindly  nlslioiM  to  YMtgajon,  liar.  6|  178S. 
T9'LMm09imt.    Nurates  aeiion  of  BriUsh  PttriiMDent,  Mar.  10, Vm. 
QnagHoa  of  hit  pobUo  noeptlon  at  The  Uagae,  lUr.  11, 1788. 
Fkon  MUrmmkWif  Mar.  11, 1788. 

(8m  Jin— tlfa  to  iMMi«,  Mune  dato.) 
To  JV««JUtfli.    Diaoonca  piiblio  afraira.  Mar.  Ifi,  178EI. 

Tl»  £Mm§9t9n.    Sonda  papers  iu  Teapcefe  to  hia  reoepiloii  aa  minlater  at  lloUand, 
Mar.  19,  1789^ 
^     Pvfc  in  peaeo  negoiiaiioita.    (See  Fraoklin'^  Jonnial  from  Mar.  Si  to  July  1, 178;!, 
nndor  dato  of  Jnly  1, 178S. ) 
Tb  JhMUhi.    Yiaitod  by  Diggoa,  who  oonToraoa  with  him  oa  to  peaoo,  Mar.  26, 
178i. 
(Saa  Dl§ife9  to  Franktim,  Mar.  89, 1788.) 
Fkom  UF^tgeite,  Mar.  87, 1788, 
.    (Bee  La  Fi^fHiB  to  Admm9,  aame  dato.) 
Amb  FVmUiih  Mar.  31, 1788. 

(8m  FrmwteUm  to  ^ifaaif,  aamo  dato.) 
Tq  Vm BUUwM.    Aoknowledgea  aotion  of  IlolUnd  and  Meat  Fricaland,  Mar. 81, 
1788. 
'  To  Ftifiqreii.    Mentiona  oommnnioatlon  from  Diggea,  Apr.  10,  1788. 
From  IWMiUfa,  Apr.  13, 1788.. 

(8m  g^rmikhn  to  Jdaaia,  aame  dato.) 
T6  MrwOim.    Aa  to  peace  negolialioua,  Apr.  10,  1783.    (Qiven  iu  Franklin'a 

Joamal  nndor  dato  of  Jnly  1,  1788. 
To  UtUi0iion.    Aa  to  Holland  affaire,  Apr.  10,  SS,  1788. 
I^roQ  JDcaa,  Apr.  83, 1788. 

(8m  Damm  to  Adam$f  aame  dato.) 
To  /:<eiii^tfpii.    Affaira  io  Holland,  Apr.  23, 1788. 
'^^  tlHngaion.    Commeuta  on  court  oerciiionial,  Apr.  23, 1782. 
T^  Fmklln.     Peace  negotiations,  May  2,  1782.    (Qivoti  in  Franklin's  JotirDal 

nndor  dato  of  Jnly  1,  17P2,) 
T^  Urnan.    As  to  social  dntics,  May  2,  1782. 

^^timate  of  his  expenses.     Livingston  to  Congrcaa,  May  8,  1782. 
^*t>tn  Franklin,  May  8,  1782. 

(Bm  Franklin  to  Adams^  same  dato,  in  Franklin's  juufDal,  July  1, 1782.) 
'^^  X)ana.    Affairs  in  Holland,  May  13,  1782. 
^^  ZAvingsion,    Affairs  in  Holland ;  importance  of  services  of  Dumas,  May  IG, 

1782. 
^•^m  lAvingaton,  May  22,  1782. 

(Hoe  lAvingtton  to  Adams ,  same  date.) 
'^''^tn  lAvingston,    Instructed  as  to  impropriety  of   listening  to  suggestions  of 

aeparato  peace,  May  29,  1782. 
'^m  lAttingston.    His  course  approved,  May  30,  1782. 
^^  lAvingston,    Affairs  iu  Holland  ;  visit  from  Laurent,  Juno  0,  1782. 
''To  Franklin,    As  to  peace  commiitsion  and  affairs  in  Holland,  Juno  13,  1782. 
'^^  Livingston.    As  to  peace  between  Holland  and  England,  Juno  14,  1782. 
'^^  tAvingston,    As  to  diplomatic  intorcourso  with  Holland,  Juno  15,  1782. 
To  Uvingalon,    Financial  o|)eratious  of  Franklin  and  Morris,  June  25,  1782. 
^m  Livingstotty  Jnly  4, 17^. 

(8eo  Livingston  to  AdamSj  same  dato.) 
To  Ueingston,    As  to  Dntoh  loan ;  as  to  a  DutoU  reception,  inclosing  an  address 

from  Bchie<lam,  Jnly  G,  1782, 
From  Jag,  Ang.  3,  1788, 
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Adams,  John — Contiuacd. 

(Sco  Jay  to  Adam$f  saiao  dato.) 
To  Jay,    As  to  comniiBsiou  of  peace  aad  08  to  political  prospects,  Aug.  10,  1783. 
To  Jay.    As  to  Fitz  Herbert's  commission ;  as  to  necessity  of  taking  an  independ- 

out  position,  Aug.  13,  178*2. 
To  Jay,    As  to  political  details,  Aug.  17,  1782. 

To  LiviugatoH,    As  to  political  details;  Diitcli  position  as  to  peace,  Ang.  IS,  1788. 
To  Laurcna.    As  to  Fitx  Herbert^s  commission,  Aug.  18, 1782. 
To  Livingston,    As  to  treaty  with  Holland,  Aug.  22,  1782. 
From  LaurenSf  Aug.  27, 1782. 

(See  Laurens  to  AdamB,  same  date.) 
From  LivingsloHf  Aug.  29,  1782. 

(Sco  Livingston  to  JdavM,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston,    Position  of  French  fleet;  condition  of  affairs  in  Holland  leading 

Dutch  politicians;  and  of  foreign  ministers  in  Holland,  Sept.  4,  1782. 
To  Livingston,  Suspects  France  of  encouraging  Spain's  delays  in  acknowledging 
iudcpeudunce;  approves  (diflEering  from  Franklin)  sending  ministers  to 
licrlin,  Vienna,  Tuscany,  etc. ;  reports  affairs  in  Holland ;  peace  negotia- 
tious;  Vorgonnos  disapproves  of  triple  alliance;  should  not  be  bound  by 
Froncli  advice,  Sept.  G,  1782. 
To  Livingston.    Gives  account  of  his  expenses,  including  purchase  of  house  at 

The  Hague,  Sept.  7,  1782. 
To  Laurens,    Deplores  **  infernal  arts"  used  to  create  dissensions  among  Ameri- 
can ministers,  Sept.  15,  1782. 
To  Congress.    Objects  to  form  of  British  commission ;  desires  Jennings  as  secre- 
tary to  commission,  Sept.  15,  1782. 
•  To  Congress.    His  reception  by  Holland  as  minister  acknowledged.    Livingston  to 
governors  of  states^  Sept.  15,  1782. 
From  Livingston,  Sept.  15,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Dana.    Speaking  of  his  success  in  Holland,  Sept.  17,1782. 
To  Livingston,    Speculations  as  to  peace;  conversations  with  different  foreign 

ministers  ;  concert  of  Dutch  and  French  lleets,  Sept.  2'),  1782. 
To  Livingston.  Memorial  as  to  Bank  of  Amsterdam,  Sept.  2G,  1782. 
From  Morris,  Sept.  27,  1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
From  Jay,  Sept.  28,  1782. 

(See  Jay  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  La  Fayette,    Pleasant  relations  at  The  Hague,  Sept.  21),  1782. 
From  lAi  Fayette,  Oct.  6,  1782. 

(See  La  Fayette  to  Adams,  same  date. ) 
To  Jay,    Conclusion  of  treaty  with  Holland,  Oct.  7,  1782. 
To  Livingston.    Conclusion  of  treaty  with  Holland,  Oct.  8,  1782. 
To  Dana,    Conclusion  of  treaty  with  Holland,  Oct.  10,  1782. 
To  Livingston,    Conclusion  of  treaty  with  Holland,  Oct.  12,  1782. 
From  Dana,  Oct.  15, 1782. 

(See  Dana  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston,    Arrival  at  Paris;  has  called  on  Jay,  and  And  that  they  are  per- 
fectly agreed ;  does  not  consider  himself  bound  to  do  nothing  without  French 
consent;  suspects  that  Rayneval  went  to  England  to  'insinuate  something 
relative  to  the  fisheries  and  the  boundaries,"  Oct.  31,  1782. 
(See  Journal  of  peace  negotiations,  Nov.  2, 1782.) 
From  Franklin,  Nov.  3,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  OswaUh    Estates  of  loyalists  can  not  be  restored,  Nov.  5, 1782. 
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Adams,  John— Continuod. 

To  Lawena,    Urges  attendance  of  Laurens,  Nov.  6,  1782. 

To  lAvmgaton,    Narrates  progress  of  negotiations  for  peace ;   cantions  against 

France,  Nov.  C,  1782. 
To  Franklin,    Settlement  of  accounts;  Las  only  obtained  one  million  and  a  half 

gnildors  instead  of  five  millions  at  Holland  ;  prospects  of  peace,  Nov.  6, 1782. 
From  Livingston^  Nov.  6, 1782. 

(See  lAvingaton  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Dana.    Mentioning  British  recognition  of  independence,  and  thinking  that 

Dana  may  now  be  received,  Nov.  8, 1782.  ^ 

To  Livingston,    Objects  to  rule  requiring  consultation  with  Franco,  Nov.  8, 1782. 
His  interview  with  Ycrgeuuee,  with  whom  he  dines  ntid  converses.    Journal, 

Nov.  10. 1782. 
To  Livingston.    Conversations  with  Whiteford  and  Oswald.    Journal,  Nov.  11, 

1782. 
ToLivtfi^ton.    Narrates  progress  of  negotiations ;  exhibits  his  distinctive  views  ; 

distrusts  France,  but  opposes  re-instatement  of  tories,  Nov.  11, 1782. 
From  Livingston,  Nov.  13, 1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  AdamSy  a»mo  date.) 
To  Livingston,    Further  protests  against  his  instructions,  Nov.  18, 1782. 
To  Livingston,    Argues  that  America  is  to  be  suspicious  of  all  great  European 

powers;  compensation  refused  to  tories;   visited  by  Kidley  aud  Bancroft; 

speculations  as  to  English  politics,  Nov.  20,  1782. 
To  Livingston,    Discusses  fisheries,  Nov.  25,  2G,  28,29,  1782. 
To  Livingston,    Speculatious  as  to  course  of  British  ministry,  Nov.  21,  1782. 
Journal  (fishery  discussion),  Nov.  26,28,29, 1782. 
Jonrnal  (fishery  and  Mississippi),  Nov.  30,  1762. 
To  Franklin,    Suggests  writing  to  Dana  to  communicate  treaty  of  peace  to  Russia 

and  the  foreign  miuister  there  resident,  and  also  to  subscribe  to  the  armed 

neutrality,  Dec.  3,  1782.     Journal^  Dec.  3,  1762.     As  to  treaties  with  other 

powers. 
To  lAiingston,    Notifying  of  treaty  of  peace,  Dec.  4,  1782.     (See  Journal j  Doc. 5, 

17c«. ) 
To  Dana.     Announcing  treaty,  and  sn^gosting  that  hcannonnco  hifl  mission,  Doc. 

C,  12,  1782.     Jonrnalj  Dec.  9,  1782,  as  to  future  relations  of  Britain  and  the 

United  States;  agrconiont  of  all  parties  to  armed  neutrality. 
Franklin  aud  Jay  to  Dana.     Advising  htm  to  notify  his  mission,  Doc.  12,  1782. 
To  Livingston.    Anuouncing  signature  of  preliminaries;  Dana's  ])osition,  Doc. 

14, 1782. 
From  Livingston,  Dec.  19,  17.'^2. 

(See  Livingston  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
His  purchase  of  house  at  The  Hague  api)rovcd  bj*^  Congress,  Dec.  27,  1782. 
To  Dumas.    Dutch  prospects  of  peace;  armed  uontrality ;  failure  of  his  Dutch 

loau,  Jau.  1,  1783. 
iforria  to  Franklin,  Jau.  11,  178 J. 
Morris  to  Adams,  Jau.  19,  178^5. 
From  Dana,  Jan.  15,  1783. 

(See  Dana  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Jan.  19,  17a3. 

(See  Franklin  to  Adams,  same  dale.) 
From  Morris,  Jau.  19,  1783. 

(See  Mori-is  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston.    Misfortunes  of  the  Dutch  ;  in  politics,  gratitude  etc. ;  are  danger- 
ous guides;  speaks  highly  of  Laurens.  Jan. 23,  1783. 
From  Dnmaa.    luviting  confcrcnco  with  Braatzen  as  to  peace,  Jan.  24,  1783. 
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Adams,  John — Contiuuod. 

To  Dumaa.    DecliiiiDg  so  to  act,  Jan.  29,  1783. 
From  Dumaa,  Jaa.30,  1783. 

(Soe  Dumas  to  AdamSf  same  date.) 
From  Dimaa,  Feb.  4,  1783. 

(Sco  Dumas  to  Adama,  same  date.) 
To  Dumas,    Griovhig  over  tbo  Dntoh  position ;  Uoited  States  owe  no  tbanks  for 
tboir  treaty  to  Vorgouncs; "  I  bad  groat  reasons  to  distrust  him,"  but  the  French 
minister  at  TIio  Hague  is  not  to  know  this,  Fob.  5,  1783. 
To  Livingston.    Aoknowlodgos  the  revocation  of  bis  appointment  to  negotiate  a 
treaty  with  Great  Britian  ;  disoussee  fishery  question ;  importance  of  n  niin. 
istcr  at  London ;  wo  should  send  first;  gives  bis  views  as  to  qnalifications ; 
tliinks  Jay  and  Dana  are  not  to  be  excelled  in  qualifications,  Feb.  6,  1763. 
From  Livingston,  Fob.  13, 1783. 

(See  Livingston  to  Adams,  samo  date.) 
From  Dumas,  Fob.  18, 1783. 

(See  Dumas  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
From  Dumas,  Mar.  4, 1783. 

(See  Dumas  to  Adams^  same  date.) 
From  Dumas,  Mar.  6, 1783. 

To  Laurens,    English  views  as  to  tbo  peace,  Mar.  12, 1783. 
To  Vaughan,     It  was  well  for  England  to  bavo  mode  poao6  with  America  when 

she  did,  Mar.  12,1783. 
From  Dana,  Mar.  IG,  1783. 

(Soe  Dana  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
From  Laurens,  Mar.  26, 1783. 
-    (See  Laurens  to  Adams,  samo  date.) 

To  Livingston,     Preparations  for  definitive  treaty,  Apr.  14, 1783. 
From  Livingston,  Apr.  14, 1783. 

(Seo  Livingston  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,    As  to  salary  and  tbo  treaty  ;  regards  the  course  of  France  "  as 

in  the  Iiighcst  degree  gonerons  and  disinterested,''  Apr.  14, 1783. 
To  Dana,    Is  ready  to  go  back  to  Congress ;  views  as  to  definitive  peace,  May  1, 

1783. 
To  Morris,    As  to  affairs  in  Holland,  May  1, 1783. 
From  Dana,  May  15, 1783. 

(Soe  Dana  to  Adams,  samo  date.) 
To  Morris,    Advises  a  minister  to  England,  May  21,  1783. 
To  Livingston,    Communicating  papers  and  information  as  to  definitive  poaco; 

urges  a  minister  to  England,  May  2-1,  1783. 
Rocommonded  by  Jay  as  minister  to  England.     Jay  to  Livingston,  May  30,  17*3. 
Proposed  agreement  as  to  definitive  treaty,  June  1,  1783. 
From  Dana,  June  1, 1783. 

(See  Dana  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston,     Incloses  papers,  Juno  9,  1783. 
To  Livingston,    Merits  and  claims  of  Holland ;  declines,  however,  to  return  there 

ns  a  residence,  Juno  IG,  1783. 
To  LiHngston,     As  to  European  politics,  Juno  23, 1783. 
To  Livingston,    As  to  European  politics,  Juno  2*1, 1783. 

To  Livingston.     Definitive  treaty  not  likely  to  alter  preliminaries ;  Sholburne  ad- 
ministration conducted  itself  with  fairness  and  sincerity ;  not  so  its  successors, 
tbo  coalition  ministry,  which  ho  condemns,  June  29, 1783. 
To  Livingston.    Visits  to  and  from  the  diplomatio  corps ;  views  on  English  poli- 
tics, July  3,  1793. 
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AmnSi  JoBir— Coutittued. 

To  KrtAftfott.  Viows  M  to  the  praUmiiiMy  ArtiolM  Mid  daOnifeiTe  tn»^f  July 
6,7, 17H3. 

Td  ZMMffttot^  JoaUllos  signing  topaimto  peao6»  »nd  Myi  that  ilia  tnlwUnoe  of 
tbo  proUmiiwriM  wore  ooDimnnioAted  befon  BignAfcuro  to  Yorgonnea  and  Bay- 
novalt  Joly  9, 1783. 

To  LMiifttoii.    Mo  moio  monoy  to  ooino  Drom  Fnuiooi  Joly  10, 1763, 

T»  lA9lM09i9m.    ContinnQa  to  diatrnat  Franea/ July  10, 11, 1783. 

To  Jfarrif.    Aa  to  Amariaa'a  aoWonoy,  Jnly  11, 1783. 

To  LMMfffaa.    Criyolaoa  PnmkUn'a  tioafcy  with  Portagal,  Jnly  18, 1783. 

To  Xlfli^tfra.    Soggaata  miaaiou  to  Vienna,  July  13, 1783. 

To  JElahiftlaa.  Diaeoaaea  Bngliali  navigation  policy  and  other  mattara,  July  14, 
17^ 

To  ZiviJifffoa.    Inoloaea  papeia,  July  15, 1783. 

To  IMm§§i9n»  Mediation ;  naTigation  act;  oooftaaion  of  Kugliah  politioa,  July 
16,1783. 

To.jDiviaftloa.    QiTca  hia  viowa  aa  to  deflnitiye  tieaty,  Jnly  17, 1783. 

FntnUim  and  Jay  to  HmrtU^,    Aa  to  doAnitlTo  treaty,  July  17, 1783. 

To  Xiala^ea.    Hia  vlawa  aa  to  oouQdenoe  in  Franco,  Jnly  18,  1783. 

Tb  Xiaia^los.    Hia  poaition  in  Paria  ia  "annihilation,^  Jnly  18,  1783. 
iXHia  Tiewa  aa  to  France  diaaeutod  ftoui  by  Franhiin  to  J&fvia^f  taa,  July  8%  1783. 

Tb  ZMafffoa.    Affaire  in  Holland,  July  S3,  i^\  1783. 

Tb  ITafTia.    Aa  to  mode  of  procuring  money,  Jnly  S8,  1783. 

Tb  UHsfalaa.    Aa  to  Dutch  flnancea,  July  98,  1783. 

Fiom  nana,  Jnly  SO,  1783. 
(Sea  Dmun  to  ^daaif,  aame  date.) 

Tb  £ivi«f  alaa.    Aa  to  Dutch  eoloniea  and  political  affaire,  Jnly  30, 31, 1783. 

T»  JUito^ffon.    Infurmation  aa  to  Portngueae  commerce,  Aug.  1, 1783. 

ToIMa^ftoa.  AatoBuaaiau  and  (German  alliance  againat  Turkey;  dialike  to 
romaining  iu  Poria ;  objeota  to  not  being  in  the  commiasiou  to  treat  with 
other  Eiiropeau  powore;  would  rather  ''bo  a  door-kco|H'r  in  Congroaa  than 
leniaiD  iu  Paris,  as  I  liave  done  for  the  lost  flvo  mouths;''  speaks  of  "  Lord 
Sbodleld,  with  his  friotuls  Doaiio,  Arnold,  Skoouo,  and  Paul  Woniwortb,"  as 
forming  a  party  against  us  iu  Loudon;  (hut  England  is  on  the  verge  of  a. 
oouvnlsion,  Aug.  S,  17d3. 

To  UMingston,  Lauionts  Franklin's  suocoas  in  the  Swcdisli  treaty  (which  was 
•ubseciuently  ratified  by  Congress) ;  thinks  it  was  taken  itiiproj[)erly  out  of 
Dona's  hands ;  considers  Holland  to  have  boeu  disserted  by  France,  Aug.  '.5, 
1783. 

fo  iMngwtan,  Views  as  to  Portugal  and  Spain  ;  probabilities  of  definitive  treaty. 
Aug.  10, 1783. 

"^^  JMingslon.    Britiiiu  proposes  simply  to  make  the  provisional  articles  defini- 
tive, but  deelinea  the  appearance  of  the  imperial  courts  as  mediators,  Aug.  10, 
1783. 
'^^ Utingnton,    Political  affairs  in  France;  objccte  (though  a  mist akeu  ossump- 

lion)  to  Franklin  negotiating  treaties  with  Denmark,  Aug.  13,  1783. 
"^^Gerrg,  British  attempts  to  separate  France  and  the  United  States;  the  pro- 
visional  treaty  to  become  definilive ;  hopes  that  all  the  ministers  in  Knroi>e 
(and  not  Franklin  only)  will  be  Joiued  in  oomniission  to  make  treaties; 
complimenta  Ja3',  and  complains  of  Franklin's  ascendency,  Aug  15, 17r3. 
^0  iMngBton,  Difliculties  as  to  treaty  with  Holland ;  position  of  Yergeuues, 
Ang.  15, 1783. 

To  Congrc9»,  Definitive  treaty  to  be  signed  on  Sept.  3  ;  would  return  to  America, 
but  b  not  yet  recalled  from  Holland,  Sept.  1, 1783. 
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Adams,  John— Cod tiaaecl. 

To  Oerry,    Announcing  siguatnro ;  gives  his  yiows  as  to  foreign  ministen,  and 
questions  their  value ;  "  No  man  will  ever  be  pleasing  at  a  court  la  general 
who  is  not  depraved  in  his  morals  or  warped  from  your  interests,"  Sept.  3, 1783. 
To  Congress,    Definitive  treaty  signed  on  the  4th  instant;  mediation  of  imperial 
courts  not  accepted ;  regrets  that  the  United  States  oomniissionera  did  not 
agree  to  it,  Sept.  5, 1783. 
To  Congress,    Gives  his  views  as  to  European  newspapers,  Sept.  8,  1783. 
To  Congress,    Acknowledges  appointment  as  joint  commissioner  to  negotiate  com- 
mercial treaty  with  Great  Britain,  and  proposes  it  be  extended  to  other 
countries,  Sept.  8,  1783. 
To  Geiry,    Pomp  and  expense  required  in  foreign  ministora ;  their  salaries  not 

more  than  sufilciont,  Sept.  9, 1783. 
To  Congress.    Advising  authority  to  be  given  to  minister  at  Paris  to  negotiate 

with  foreign  powers^  Sept.  10,  1783.  i 

To  Franklin.    Vindicating  him  from  charge  of  luliewanuness  as  to  fisheries,  Sept. 

13,  1783. 
From  MoniSf  Sept.  20,  1783. 

(See  Morris  to  Adams,  same  date.) 
From  BoHdenot.    His  resignation  not  acted  on  by  Congress;  no  hurry  about  send- 
ing minister  to  England,  Nov.  1,  1783. 
From  Morris f  Nov.  5,  1/8.1. 

(See  Morris  to  Adatns,  same  date.) 
Imprudence  of  his  attacks  on  Franco  in  conversations  in  Paris,  and  danger  likely 

to  accrue  to  alliance  from  same.    Franklin  to  Morris^  Dec.  25,  \1^\. 
To  Congress,    Negotiations  with  Prussia,  Mar.  2,  1784. 
To  Congress.    Obtaining  new  loan,  Mar.  2,  9, 17d4. 
To  Congress,    As  to  announcement  to  Eurapoan  sovereigns  of  independence  of  the 

United  States,  June  22, 1784. 
His  course  as  a  revolutionary  statesman,  $  4  A. 
Adams,  Samurl— 

His  revolutionary  policy  and  services.     Introduction,  $$  2,  4,  0^  Il>#f  135  a. 
His  opposition  to  Franklin.    Introduction,  $  $  135  a,  14G. 
From  J,  Adams,  May  21, 1778. 

(See  J,  Adams  to  S,  Adams,  same  date.) 
From  J,  Adams,  July  28,  1778. 
(See  J,  Adams  to  8,  Adams,  same  date.) 
Adamses  and  Lkks^  opposition  to  Washington  and  to  executive  government.    Intro- 
duction, $Hi  Il»  IG,  209. 
Administrativk  Statrsmkn  of  the  Kevolutiou.    Introduction,  ^itff. 
Admiralty  apkaiiis.    Burden  of  them  iu  Europe  on  Franklin.    Introduction,  $$ 

1 13,  1 18. 
Admihalty  courts,  practice  of.    Commissioners  ioSariine  Aug.  13,  1778. 
Admiralty  decisions,  importance  of  uniformity  as  t'O.     Livingston  to  Luserne,  Nov. 

21,1781.     Luzerne  io  Livingston,  Doc.  11,  1781. 
Admiralty  JUDGE,  to  bo  appointed  by  commissioners  at  Paris.     Committee  to  Com- 
missioners, Apr.  24,  1776. 
Admiralty  judges  of  Ciibruourg — 
From  Franklin,  May  10,  1780. 
(See  Franklin  to  Admiralty  judges,  same  date.) 
Agents,  American,  letter  to,  in  London,  accompanying  the  petition  of  Congress  to 

the  King.    Franklin*s  narrative  of  the  negotiations  in  London,  Mar.  22,  1775 
Alexander— 

To  Franklin,    As  to  position  of  tho  United  States,  Dec.  15,  1781. 
JTjom  Franklin,  iu  re|)ly,  Doc.  15^  1781, 
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ASMKAMDMM,  -Goilfcill«ed. 

OwiBni  with  TUrll^  m  to  peace.     Arflqr  to  JWmlrllify  Jan.  9, 17BB. 

Veto  oi;  M  to  hie  podtion,  inoloeed  by  Hmileg  to  IVaiiAllii,  JaD.84, 1780. 
htmwMH,  daagen  of,  to  eommeroe.    AUva  to  AaaJUia,  Apr.  1, 1783.    t)rm»kUm  to  Lh- 

-taftiea,  Jaly  99,  17H3. 
AiXBiy  Briuir,  eniol  treatment  of;  note  to.  Camminhntn  to  CoauaillM^  Mar.  19|  1777. 

iLUMIAXCB— 

OaCh  of;  eerlifleatee  granted  by  oommlNioneri'  at  Parle.    ClMiailfiioa«rf  to  Con- 

fTfft,  8ept  17, 177a 
Oalh  of;  limitations  as  to  administering.    Jkg  to  jyasMIs,  May  31, 1781. 
Praotiee  of  admittlslering;  how  for  adopted  by  ministeri.    I^rmMm  to  Jmg,  Aog. 

30^1781. 
Allunck— 

Tn»ty  of,  with  Prauoo;  adoption  of.    Introdnotlon,  f  45. 
Troatios  of,  commonly  include  pledges  of  conAdenoe.    Introdnotlon,  1 191. 
Botiroen  France  and  the  United  Stotes;  dntles  imposed  by  it    f  f  109/. 
Domas  will  endeavor  to  ascertain  whether  any  Eoro|)ean  power  will  form  an, 

with  the  Colonies.    jFhiaftns  to  Dmmoi,  Dec  19, 1775. 
With  France;  binding  character  of;  (7«rsfi|,  oonference  with  Congress,  Jnly  10, 

1770.    (8ee  JPhiso*.) 
With  Franco;  fidelity  to,  pledged  by  Congress,  'Jan.  14, 1770. 
WiKh  France;  importonce  of.    ^dosis  to  Ferfsasst,  May  7,  1780;  FerfMast  to 

Admm,  May  10, 1780. 
With  Franee;  fidelity  to,  in  the  United  Btotes.    JPVwiUfa  to  Vergemim,  July  10, 

1780. 
Aaswer  demanded  to  proposition  of,  between  Holland  and  the  United  States. 

Athm§  to  JWMfe/lN,  Fob.  90,  1781. 
Duo  do  la  Vanguyon  asked  as  to  adTisabillty  of  proposing,  between  Holland  and 

America.    Adamt  to  l^amgngan,  Mar.  1,  1781. 
AuiAKCR,  Snip— 

Troubles  as  to.    Franklin  to  Adams,  Apr.  8,  1779. 

Delay  in  salliiig  of.     Franklin  to  AdaniSf  Apr.  24,  1779. 

Measures  tikkou  for  rulicf  of  orow  of.     Frankhn  to  Adam$,  Apr.  21,  1779. 

Coudition  of.    Franklin  to  A.  Ue^  May  3,  1779. 

Cunspirooy  on  board ;  diflicultios  with  Captain  Lauclais ;  plaus  for  lior  employ- 

meut.    Franklin  to  Marine  Commilteef  Juuo  2,  1779. 
Tu  carry  certain  supplies.    Franklin  to  Congress^  May  31,  1780. 
DifTerouces  as  to  coininand  of.     Paul  Jones  to  Franklin^  Juno  27, 1780. 
Sailii  for  tbe  United  States,  under  Landais.    Franklin  to  Congress,  Aug.  9, 178U. 
JontTS*  stotomont  as  to  his  action  in  reference  to  the  voyage.    Jones  to  Board  of 

AdmiraUjf,  Mar.  13,1781. 
Cortoiu  questions  as  to,  ausvercil.    Franklin  to  Lewis,  Mar.  17, 1781. 
Prize  money  duo;  action  of  Congress  as  to.  Mar.  11, 1782. 
Accounts  of;  resolution  of  Coni^ross  as      Oct.  29,  1783. 
(See  Franklin  to  Congress,  Dec.  25,  1783.) 
(See  AS  to  tills  ship,  Franklin,  Jones,  Landais.) 
AiiBUA,  ship,  fitted  out  for  Congress.    Beaumarchais  to  Congress,  Feb.  28,  1777. 
Ambiuca— 

British  conquest  of,  impossible.    Livingston  to  Jay,  Aug.  2G,  1780. 

Caoso  of,  pox>ular  in  Holland.    Adams  to  Congress^  Jan.  4,  1781. 

Gun-ship  (so  called),  x»ropo8ud  presentation  to  France.    Livingston  to  Adams,  Aug* 

29,  1782;    LuMerne  to  Congress,  Sept.  1,  1782 ;   Luzerne  to  Livingston,  Sept.  5, 

1782 ;  Vandrenil  to  Luzerne,  Sept.  20, 1782. 
Amirican  Armkj>  Ybsskls.    (See  Vrivateers,) 

Want  of  aathority  over.    Franklin  to  Congress,  Aug.  9, 1780.     (See  Privateers.) 
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Ambkican  CoMMfssiONKiiS,  dissensioDB  between ;  proceodings^f  Congreas  an  to,  Soptb 

11,  1776/. 
Amrrican  Pkovisionb,  onll  for,  in  Earope.     Deane  to  Cammiitde,  Oct.  25, 1776. 
Ameuican  Srambn,  capture  of.    Commiseioners  to  Committeef  Feb.  6,  1777.    (See  iVfo- 

onera. ) 
Amstrr  dam- 
How  r«ir  ciittt1o<l  to  interfere  with  treatiefi.     Kan  lierokel  to  Z>»ma«y  Sept.  23,  1778. 
Ncgotiutions  with.     W,  Lee  to  Committee,  Oct.  15,  1778. 
Plan  of  treaty  with.     }K  Lee  to  Committee,  Feb.  25,  1779. 
Protest  of,  as  to  convention  of  neutral  powers,  July  1,  1780. 
Political  confusion  in.    Adams  to  Livingston,  Feb.  21,  1782.     (See  VtimoB.) 
Baulc  of,  memorial  as  to.    Adams  to  lAvingston,  Sept.  26, 1782. 
Ampiiitkitk,  Tub — 

DiflScultics  of  sailing  of.     Introduction,  $  83. 
Delays  in  Hailing  of.     Diane  to  Committee,  Jan.  20, 1777. 
Sailing  of.     Commissioners  to  Committee,  Fob.  C,  1777. 

Explanation  of.     Id.,  Feb.  6,  1777 ;  Beaumarchais  to  Congress,  Feb.  28, 1777, 
Arrival  of     Committee,  to  Commissioners,  May  9,  1777. 
Arrivnl  at  Portsmouth.     Committee,  to  Commisnoners,  May  30,  1777. 
Return  voyage  of.     Commissioners  to  Committee,  Nov.  30, 1777. 
ANDKt?:— 

His  taunting  squibs  on  American  statesmen.     Introduction,  ^  21. 
Concerned  in  Hritish  tournament  at  Philadelphia  in  1774.    Introduction,  §  23. 
Anmouus— 

Appointed  French  consul  for  North  Carolina.     Ltizerne  to  Congress,  Jan.  24,  1780. 
Appointed  as  French  consul  for  Maryland  and  Virginia.    Congress,  Mar.  16, 1784. 
ArPLKTO.v,  from  Motris,  Apr.  16, 1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Jpjtleton,  same  date.) 
Aranda — 

Notice  of.     Introduction,  $  89. 

Audience  of  American  commissioners  witli,  Jan.  4, 1777. 
From  Franklin  as  to  attitude  of  Spaiu,  Apr.  7, 1777. 
From  A.  T^ee,  Dec.  9, 1777. 

(See  A.  Lee  to  Aranda,  same  date.) 
From  A.  Lee,  July  1,  1778. 

(See  A.  Lee  to  Arandn,  same  date.) 
From  A.  fjee.    Asked  to  present  memorial  t-o  Spain,  Juue  6,  1779. 

(See  A.  Lee  to  Aranda,  same  date.) 
Conferences  with,  as  to  Mississippi  boundary.    Jay  to  lAvingston,  Nov,  17, 1782. 
Arkndt,  Colonel.     Recommended  by. 

Franklin  to  Congress,  May  22, 1780. 
(See  Vcrgcnncs  to  Franklin,  May  11,  1780.) 
Argkntkau  to  Franklin,    As  to  treaty  with  the  Emperor  of   Qermany,  July   30; 

Sept.  28, 1784. 
AuiKi. — 

Sails  for  tlie  United  States  under  Paul  Jones,     Franklin  to   Congress^  Aug.  9, 

1780. 
Arrival  of.    TA)veH  to  py-anklin.  Mar.  9,  1781. 
Forced  by  storms  to  i-eturn  and  to  relit.     Franklin  to  Congress,  Dec.  3,  1780. 

"ARiMKD   NkUTRAUTY"— 

Object  of  it  to  build  up  commerce  of  neutrals.     Introduction,  ^  93. 
.  Probable  extension  of.     Franklin  to  Morris,  J  una '<i,  17  tiO,    (Note    as   to,  in  samo 
letter.) 
Progress  of  principles  of     Franklin  to  Congress,  Aug.  9,  1780. 
Progress  of     Carmichacl  to  Congress,  Aug.  22, 1780. 


■■■'^V  -c:-r'  ■'■■■■■ 

"iMinNKtrrnALiTif "— Contiiiuml. 

Pmgniaa  or.     Cai-intiliael  In  C'kh^'CM,  Sn|>t. !),  178(1. 

Audou  wf  (.VniKriwH  as  to,  Oct.  f>,  ITtM.  i 

I>iM)lar>li()n  of  llio  Slatna-UtMieriil  oOdKliu^   Lu  tliti.    jidaim  In  Congrai,  June  15, 
1781.  ' 

Ihipcni  In  rororonco  io.     vlrfnins  tii  Congi-au,  Fob.  I,  IT81. 

Aoiwptaiit!«ur,  by  Ilia  Uiiilod  8t4ili.yi.  Adam*  W  Slatet-Heniral,  Mnr,  8,  17B1 1  ^(fuMi  J 
to  aallllilH.  Hm.  e,  1781 ;  JHa-o  to  Saphtrm,  Uui.  H.  I7H1 ;  J<titm«  Xo  Ehr»»-a 
tuartt.  Mnr.  6,  17S1.  ^ 

FifaMrttirOtMlMliHpaittBritate.    aMtoClM«nM.Oat.  U,  Utt.- . 

tnwdna  »f  Ow—y  to.    .^Amm  to  Onv>w^  I>m.  »,  ITU.   .  ..^r 

eaSfMUDMorsMwral  adoption  of.    J^wn^  AqnMfc  DM.»,i7Wk,  ,^ 
TUwSMto.    .i^aMtoSMMt,  J>tf.»,lM3. 
OMi«nM^wUleBppNvlngaf;doMiMlAal*tUlMrtjw«rtoJafai.    rrwmUmf^ 

OnfM^  IbT  91, 170S. 
)bfcnig«HhiMMr*fUw  United  8talMbaapowatsii*«it»aMad*to)  Uaiirin. 

fll^M,  lm«-«T«r.  «•  aotmd,  Init  tb«  difnUtm.  tr«|Mv:  abooM  not  bo  dal«]p«d 

to  «atoM  tkaM.    £MNftfM  to  Ongrtm,  Jhim  S^  IfW; 
l«*  diAvlila  Ukt  OnngnH  ■boDld  Mgi^  hi  WMI*  ■!>•«<«,.  HkA  tlMi  kU  powMi 

NtpMtlag  it  b»  wltUnwa.    OMfnM,  Jnoo  IS)  tTSI. 
PmWod  of  Hadiwii  Md  KmiltOB  H  to.    (8m  iHtradMUau.  f  V>  ^} 
1bw(iN(ita,"^<l«l»l>l^    .fiMl«MMt«r0MwrM4Oal.B%UaS. 

rwtnR«a««<(***w**<>^  qwMiMM*wto  ftwiini^  My-I6,H7T. 
lUT.    (SMinw,  ■tstoofl)' 

hUMi,AMllutlMiM<«a»MMtof  (ta,  A,lmi^09Um,lfmb,a,l7W.   <8m 

IrtradMUM,  ((  W,  U1-) 
BriWifc,  B— b—  M*  dtottMUon  of.    A.Lmi»aMmtrA.U,17n.    (6*e Intra- 

ddetloB,  ff  IHS  UI.) 
Anujoiii,  oondlllon  of,  In  F^li.,  1777.    CmimIUm  to  Ci»HMli*i«Mer«,  Fob.  10, 1777. 
Bid  elTectB  ou,  of  ilepriMilatiou  of  oiimooy.     XocsII  to  CoHtMiui^nert,  Mar,  31, 

1778. 
Hair  pay  ni  aaBnTS  aad  olLrr  qnestions,  as  to.    Laurtnt  to  IValkingloii,  May  fi,  1778. 
ProgrcM  of.     Lmell  to  Franklin,  Judo  fiO,  1778. 
Sbnngtli  of.     J.  Laurent  to  Vtry»>int»,  Mnrcli  29,  1781. 

[%l*aiidiTi|;  of,  adviaod.     MorrU  U>  Congrat,  May  16,  1783.  '  ' 

AMoiji,  Dhnkdict — 

Tteaobory  of.     Aoaitta  to  Starlt,  Nov.  30,  I7B0. 

Aoiount  of  his  bribe.     Franklin  to  ^danu,  Apr.  7, 17BL ;  FrankU»  to  La  Fagttlt, 

Uay  *,  1781,  and  uoto  Uiereto. 
Bid  bargain  moilo  by.     Franklin  to  La  Fagelte,  May  14,  1781. 
Clonlial  roception  In  Eugl  ind.    FranktiH  to  UviiigilOH,  Mar.  -I,  17aj. 
Amold,  Mattiikw,  his  opiniou  of  Franklin.    Inltodnotiou,  f  HI. 
AWOT,  ui,  from  Morrii,  Har.  18,  1783. 

(8t:o  Aforrii  to  f  Jntsl,  same  dale.)  # 

ARlLLKRr  of  tbe  United  Statoa.    Strungtk  of.    J.  Lauren*  U>  rerg(itM«t,  Mar.  20.1781. 
AlUNiiKL,  vrill  give  Oeuoral  Sohaylor  iufonuation  about  artillery.    Franklin  to  CAarle* 

Ltt,  Fob.  II,  177IJ. 
Amill's  cask— 

liwinftUm  to  fVawAIfai,  Hay  3U,  Jnne  33, 17BZ. 
(Sea  Z^eJMfttoH  to  Atiia,  May  20,  Duo.  17,  1782;  Linngtlon  lo  Franklin,  May  Zl, 
ITda,  witb  nots;  Franklin  to  MmwM,  July  38,   1782;   Vergenno  to  It'othhig- 
IM,  July  itO,  ntS,  inclosing  lultor  from  Lady  Asgill). 
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Asoill's  cask — Continood. 

Referred  to  Cuugress.     fVaahingion  to  Luzerne,  Oct.  25, 1762 ;  WoBkingtou  to  Con- 
greee,  Oct.  25, 1782 ;  Livingston  to  Dana^  Dec.  17, 1782. 
(See,  further,  Luzerne  to  Carlton,  Nov.  9,  1782;  Livingston  to  Frnnklinf  Nov.  9, 
1782;  Luterne  to  Washington,  Nov.  12,  1782.) 
Waabiiigtoii  To.     Releasing,  Nov.  13,  1782;  Livingston  to  Adams,  Hfoy.  18,  1782; 
JVashington  to  Vergennes,  Nov.  21, 1782. 
ATROCiTiKfl,  Britiab,  In  war.    (See  Britain.) 
Austin,  J.  L.  — 

Public  services  of.     Introcluctioti,  J  195. 
Introduction  of.     Commissioners  to  Congress,  Sept. 22, 1778 
From  Franklin,  Oct.  20, 1779. 
(See  Franklin  to  Austin,  same  date.) 
Daciir,  Mrs. — 

From  A.  Lee,  Mar.  19, 1776. 

(See  A,  Jjce  to  Mrs.  Bache,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Jane  2, 1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  Bache,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  June  3, 1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  Mrs,  Bache,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Sept.  13,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Bache,  same  date.) 
Mr.  and  Mrs.     From  FYanklin,  June  19, 1782. 
(See  Franklin  to  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Bache,  same  date.) 
Balmk,  Captain,  Letter  introdnoing,  to  President  of  Congress.    Dean  to  President  of 
Congress,  Oct.  17,  1776. 
Recommended  to  Congress.    Franklin  to  Congress,  Jan.  20,  1777. 
Bancroft,  Edwakd— 

Character  of.    Introduction,  $  196. 

Doauo  recommended  to  confer  with.     Committee  to  Deane,  Mar.  3, 1776. 
Closely  allied  with  the  most  respectable  of  the  minority  in  both  houses ;  not  par- 
ticularly  obnoxious  to  the  majority;  bis  expenses  in  visiting  Paris  paid. 
Dean^t  to  Committee,  Aug.  16, 1776. 
Informed  by  Franklin  as  to  position  of  the  United  States  as*  to  independence, 
with  authority  to  publish  certain  resolves.     Franklin  to  Bancroft,  Apr.  16, 
1778. 
Charged  by  A.  TjCC  with  being  a  stock-jobber.     A.  Lee  to  Committee,  Apr.  26, 1778. 

(See  Introduction,  {  196.) 
Connection  with  peace  negotiations,  June  9, 1782.    Reported  in  Franklin^  Journal 

under  date  of  July  1,  1782. 
Confers  with  Adams  during  peace  negotiations.    Adams^  journal,  Nov. 20, 1782. 
Bancroft,  G.— 

Views  of,  OS  to  A.  Lee*s  differences  with  Franklin.    Introduction,  $  145 ;  as  to  Ed' 
ward  Bancroft.    Introduction,  $  196. 
Bank  of  North  Amkrica— 

Scheme  of,  approved.     Franklin  to  Monis,  Nov.  5,  1781. 
Organization  of.     Moiris  to  Governors,  Jan.  2,  8,  1782. 
Barraritirs,  British,  during  the  war.    (See  Britain,  etc.) 
Barbary  powers— 

Question  of  treaty  with.   Sariineio  Vergenncn,  Sept.  21,1778. 
Proposition  as  to.    Vergennes  to  Commissioners,  Sept.  27,  1778. 
Commissioners  have  no  power  to  treat  with.    Commissioners  to  Vergennes,  Oct.  1778. 
Negotiations  with.    (See  Proceedings  of  Congress,  Feb.  24,  1779.) 
Barbadoks,  complaints  from.    Deane  to  Committee,  Oct.  1,  1776. 


UrKu  FruuklJu  tu  nHii  bin  iiiduiMiro  t«iraril    lirinKitig  About  a  recanoiliallon. 

fVitHkliH'n  narralien  of  Iht  negoUaiioni  «l  London,  Mat.  Z2,  I7T!>. 
Not*  to  Frankliu,  luakiug  sppointiiiuiit  Tor  dlieuiMinn  of  riMMMicllialory  meoaaiM^' 
P>tniUiH'i  narraliim  of  ni-gotialiain  at  /^nrfou,  Mnr.  82,  1TT&.  , 

Oiaeiiminnii  nf  TDooDei\it,tatj  mnMiirri  I>otn'ODii  Frnnklin  niid,  IbiH.         ^^^^^ 
BuclaV,  TiicmaS"  ^^^^^I 

A|Mir.«(<tlafaM«n.    ihrrii  t*  »«aMto,  Bipl.  ML  list. 
AfpoMolMaML   F»yMniton««fc(l«,Ooia,im 
HbHriraL    AwMt  to Ctar«MM^  Ju.  S5, 1789. 

(Sm  JtaaHtote  Mtrrti,  Um.  4,  IIW.) 
A^^tod  ananlMkner  to  a^Mt  awoMli  In  Innp*.    rM^rfM  to  MtnUg, 

(As  to  DmM"!  MMMDt,  MS  AuUte  to  JOrrl^  ibr.  aOb  bSL) 
'     Fma  jr«rrl^  Dm.  E,  179: 

(8m  »«**  to  BmnUg,  mom  drta.) 
FiMi  Jbr*H  Hftjr  1^  ITO. 
{Bm  MmHt  to  Jto«r«|r,  mom  dAta.) 
Bun,  Cvtote,  Moiw  irf:    AwiUIm  to  JTcrrii,  Mar.  4,  90, 1791. 
■Monun  A  Co.,  MTpllM«a«  ft*  »  Grlfato  and  priratow^  oonnfttiaB,    OnMif*- 

ilmra  W  AtHm,  HiV  M,  1778. 
Biinrt  otiMm.    Lmmu  to  Om^mh,  Ang.  16,  ITSO. 
Bmct,  Oaftola,  w-kitamad  bj  Fnaat  bt  la—.    C;>iMiMMMr»toO»MaUi|^nb. 

B,177t. 
B(Tom%Md*>feMporttoibani>ltod8tatM.    Chiwrto  Jt# Jiyilft^  J«fc  8,178*. 


BbpMK^MMnHtoiWIn.    XntradnaUoa.  |  B& 

BMtaMtoBar  hbohuistor;  2»i<L,  If  er.a 

eUU  to  M«al  dfphMia«7,  IIW.,  »  n. 

hpiijMM  E««h  X7I  H  to  lotorrrititlon  In  Amerloa,  lUd.,  i  CO. 

"BodriKDW^  HorUlec"  &.  Co.,  JM4.,  f  Bl. 

QoMtkin  bow  tut  liii  alilpnionta  wora  on  bis  owa  Mconut,  Ibid.,  (  62. 

CongnMionalMUIoiuoiilof  1770,  Ibid.,  i  S). 

Conlraet  of  1783,  Jbi<t.,  t  C4. 

"Iiost  million."    Fmnkliii'a  olTorta  at  MlotioD,  IHd.,  f  G6. 

BIlMae  of  French  ministry,  Ibid.,  f  GS. 

ippMl  to  CougreM  In  1787,  Ibid.,  f  07. 

Freoob  nttnistrj  admit  payment  to  Boaamarehais,  (bid.,  f  C6. 

a>lm  on  itouerita,  1  bid.,  i  69. 

(JoMlinn  ■•  to  BCcret-Mrvice  money,  Ibid.,  f  70. 

artUoment  in  1831,  Ibid.,  i  71. 

BolaUoDS  to  TergDniicB,  Ibid,,  f  G6. 

hum  Vtrtmnm,  Apr.  Sll,  1770. 

(See  Vergatntt  to  Oeaamarcliaii,  same  date.} 
From  J.  Lm,  May  23, 177G. 

(8m  a.  Lrt  to  flMBnwrolaii,  same  date.) 
To  /I.  Lm  {MoTg  Jokniton.)    Engages  to  forwAril  military  anpp)ie«  to  Cape  Frn 

(oln,  luiI  MkB  for  tobaooo  in  rotntn,  Juoe  6, 1771i. 
ieeeiletl  to  by  A.  Lee,  Jnne  14,  177(i. 
Paniis  »  compaoy,  as  Hortalex  Sl  Co.,  JnneiU,  177C 
To  Domne.    larlUog  conltilential  oorrespoDdence,  Jnly  IH,  1776. 
Prom  Dmm,  Jnly  SO,  177C. 

(8m  D*am»  to  Bt»mmariAtA»,  July  20, 177P. } 
Fna  Dtmte,  Jnly  24, 177fi. 

(8m  J>mn«  to  Stammar^ait,  same  ilato.) 


/ 
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])kaumarciiais — CoutiDiied. 

To  Congress,    (Under  namo  of  Uortali-z  &.  Co.)  expreases  sympathy  with  the 

Unitod  States;  is  forwarding  snpplics;  expects  Aiuoricau  prodnce  io  rotum; 

Froncli  Government  as  such  bound  to  maintain  neutrality;  caution  against 

Hpic8,  Aug.  18, 1770. 

His  acts  those  of  the  ministry.     Deane  io  Commiltee  Aug.  18, 1776. 

To  Committee.     Will  furnish  all  supplies  and  protect  Aniorioaa  yessels,  Aug.  18, 

177(i. 
From  Pcane,  Aug.  19,  1776. 

(>Soo  Deane  to  Iteanmarohais,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.    European  sympathy  for  Congress ;  hostile  measures  against  Portu- 
gal fl<lvi8od,  Sopt.  15,  1776. 
(Sco  Deane  to  Af orris,  Sept.  17,1776.) 
Supplies  fiirniHlicd  hy ;  statement  as  to  consideration  expected  for.    A,  LceU>  Con' 

gress,  Out.  1,  1776. 
The  Unitod  States  indebted  to,  for  snpplies.     Deane  to  Committee  "Sov.  29,  1776. 
PrcHsoH  oarnoHtly  on  Congress  bin  claim  for  settlement,  Dec.  1,  1776. 
Has  condnctud  negotiations  with  the  French  court  for  Deane.     Deane  to  Jaift  Doc. 

a.  1771). 
^'Affair.-*  with,  were  settled  by  Mr.  Deane,  whom  Mr.  Ilortaloz  found  here  on  his 
return,  and  with  whom  all  the  arrangements  were  afterwards  made."    A.  Lee 
to  Committee,  Dec.  '.U,  1776. 
(See  same  to  same,  Jan.  3, 1777.) 
To  Congress.    Supplies  sent  by,  in  ship  Amelia,  Feb.  28, 1777. 
Other  supplicH  previously  sent.     Ibid, 
Komittanccs  expected  iti  return.     Ibid, 

Claim  on  the  Amphitrite  recognized.     Commissioners  to  Bcrard  Freres,  Deo.  24, 1777. 
SettlomoUMof  chiims  with.     Commissioners  t-o  Committee^  Feb.  16, 1778. 
Kesolution  of  Congrens  an  to  scttlonicnt  with,  Apr.  13,  1778. 

RoHponso  to  A.  Lee's  statement  as  to.    Committee  to  Commissioners,  May  14,  ir>,  1778. 
Settleinont  witii,  as  to  tlie  Theresc,     Commissioners  to  Beanmarchais,  8e]>t.  10. 1778 ; 
Commissioners  to  Vcrgennes,  Sept.  10,  1778.     (See,  as  to  settlement,  Franklin  to 
BcannXar chain ^  Sept.  10,  1778.) 
Plan  for  settlement  with.     Girard  io  Congress,  Dee.  2, 1778. 
A.  Lee's  criticism.     Lee  to  Committee,  Jan.  5,  1779. 
Gerard's  explanation  of.     Gerard  to  Congress^  Feb.  9,  1779. 
Conferenc(5  with  French  minister  ns  to,  July  10,  1779. 
Hills  drawn  in  favor  of,  paid.     Franklin  io  Congress,  Aug.  9,  1780. 
Claim.     Morris  to   /'VawAf/tw,  May  23,   29,1782;  Beanmarchais  to  3/orrif,  June  3, 

178-2;   Franklin  to  Aforris,  Aug.  12,  1782. 
Claim,     i^ayment  of  bills  drawn  ib  his  favor.     Morris  to  Luzerne,  Jan.  13, 1783. 
IJkdaui,x — 

To  Dumas.     Inquiries  as  to  the  fate  of  his  nephew,  Apr.  28,  1781. 
Death  of  nephew.     Livingston  to  Dumas,  Nov.  28,  1781. 
Hkli.igkiiknts,  duties  of,  as  delined  in  Revolution.     Introduction,  j}  100,  180. 

Fraudulent  use  of  friendly  Hags.     Franklin  to  Ftrgenncs,  Jan.  18,  1782. 
Hrnson,  eou) plaint  against,  fi>r  seizing  Danish  ship  Providence,     Fergennes  to  Frank" 

I  in,  Apr.  23,  1782. 
Dkukngku,  from  Adams,  June  8,  1781. 

(See  Adams  Io  Berrnger,  same  date.) 
Ukukkniiout  (alleged  spy),  notices  of.     Introduction,  J}  150,204. 
From  A.  Lee,  Dec.  3,  1777. 
(Soe  A.  Lee  to  Bei'kenhont,  same  date.) 

AddrofiflOH  A.  Lee  as  to  n*.conclliation.    A,  Leeio  Vergennes,  Jan.  3, 1779;  Vergenncs 
to  A,  Lee,  Jan.  4,  1779. 


*>■ 


♦.     i> 


•  ■ 


gSmA.  U^  to  BmrknOi^Mi,  Jmu  7,|779$  •»  to  taUiflr  MiMfoa4Mi«i  wMiA. 
Zm,  tat  XitftcodoioUoiH  fi.  IfiOt  9M.>  i 

BnuuM,    A.  Lae^s  mMoii  to  (8m  ^.  JUt). 

BttnODA,  inobabto  fortiftoiitlott  «(  by  BdtAtii.    ItaiiM  t»  C%ww»hw^  Ang.  m  1776. 
M«m  of,  wMm^  miiI  ootnpUiiiito  ftosi.    Hmm  to  OmmMmi  Oet.  1,  ITTE. 
SkofMbowiflodMidteUiod.    Jhtm  to  Cto— i<W>M^Oot>  fl^  if» 
Bunortiw,  from  Fmol^  IHoo.  9%  1779. 

(8oo  JlwoUlo  to  iteriii^ilfy  «MBO  doto.) 
Bwaoi,! .rt  OAa»>    ta'ltaetoClMtailiilM,  JmioQilOy  I77& 
foo«u>Wy  J.,iiotleeooCFaii]aiii«tFiii7.    IotioJoioltoa»  ♦  MSb 

tfom  JDmm,  Oot  17, 1776b 

(8oo  llMHM  to  BiMgktm^  ooma  doto.) 
Iton  DiMM^  Oot.  »&,  1776b 

(8oo  JDcoM  to  BiNf JUmySABio  data.) 
fkon  (hmmiUmf  Fab.l,  1777. 

JNni  OaimtiioifyJmio  6, 1777. 

(8aa  Gararialoel  io  iiiaf  AmI|  awna  dftta.)  .    . 
ftimXaimili  liog.2^  1778.  . 

(Sao  Xooflf  to  JNR^JUim,  oama  doia.) 
YalooollUo.OotBaapoiidoiiaa^    LoihII  to  gioftowj  iiogi  %  ITTd, 
FkwK  XmmI^  Afr.  16, 177a  ^        . 

(Sao  iMiillo  Hiiif Aooi,  Mino  dotab> 
fkon  XaoeU,  A|Nr.  9^  1778. 

(Sao  XaoiU  to  JEtioffAiMi,  ammo  dftla.) 
Prom  CMMilfl00,  May  14,  1778. 

(See  QommillM  io  Bingham,  same  data.) 
From  CffmiN^fM,  Sept.  28,  1778. 
(See  i{.  i7.  Lee  and  Lorell  to  Binghamf  same  date.) 
Bunop,  Roman  Catliolic,  iu  America.     (See  Fi'anklin  to  Vergennea,  Dee.  15,  1783.) 

(See  Catholic  Church.) 
Buck  Princr,  sliip— 

History  of.    Franklin  to  Vergennea,  June  18|  :i25,  17^0. 
Loss  of.    Franklin  to  Congrese,  K\\%.  10,  1780. 
Buck  Princrss,  Bkix>,  conuniflsion  of,  reoalleil.    Franklin  to  Vergennci,  Aug.  15, 1780. 
Bl4Kk  XT  AL.    From  Franklin,  Mar.  13,  1779. 
(See  Franklin  to  Blake  oi  aL,  same  date.) 
Buxxadk,  British,  vigilatioe  of.     Harriion  et  al,  to  Camml^tioiifrv,  Feb.  2,  1777. 
Blohk,  Danish  minister,  complains  of  breacli  of  neutrality  by  American  jirivntoers. 
Blonu  to  Vergennea,  Feb.  G,  1782. 
(See  Franklin  to  Vergennea,  Mar.  3,  1782.) 
Bollan,  Wm.,  presents  petition  of  1775.     Franklin  to  Thcmaon,  Feb.  5,  1775. 
Bon  Hommx  Kiciiard,  ship— 

Exploits  of.    Introduction,  $$  190  jT- 
(}aestions  io  relation  to.    Franklin  to  Xeiotf,  Mar.  17,  1781. 
Prise  money  due;  action  of  Congress  as  to,  Mar.  11,  1782. 
As  to  prise  money.     Franklin  to  Livingaton,  Ang.  12,  1782. 

(See  Linlngaton  to  Franklin,  .Jan.  6, 1783.) 
Settling  of  aeconn ts  of.     Act  of  Congreaa,  Oct.  29,  1783. 
(See  Franklin  to  Congreaa,  Deo.  25,  1783.) 
B(niTonu>iii,  mission  of,  to  America.    Introduction,  $  38. 
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Boston— 

Motion  to  rotnove  the  army  from,  by  Lord  Clifttham.    2^iil;Kii'f  naraUv9  of  nego- 
tiations at  London^  Mar.  22,  1775. 

Effect  of  evacuation  of.    lutrodaotion,  $$  12-24. 

Frigate,  claims  for  protection  of,  in  Franco.    CommisBioneri  to  V§rgenn$9,  Hay  16, 
1778. 

Chargca  against.     Commiisionen  to  Committeef  June  3, 1778. 
RoUDiNOT,  President  of  Congress — 

To  Sir  G.  Carleton.    Asking  for  extradition  of  certain  forgers,  Aug.  1,  1783. 

To  Fianklin.    As  to  Swedish  treaty,  Aug.  13,  15,  Sept.  17,  1783. 

To  Adams.    As  to  his  resignation  and  other  events,  Nov.  1, 1783. 

To  Commi9sioners,    Approving  definitive  treaty,  Nov.  1, 1783. 

To  Van  BerckeL    Welcoming  him  on  his  arrival,  Oct.  24,  1782. 
HoVJiLLtf  commanding  at  Windward  Islands,  complains  of  unlawful  seizures  by  Amer- 
ican privateers.    Ltizerne  to  Livingston,  Feb.  18,  1782. 

iJOUNTY — 

Public  lands  should  bo  promised  to  soldiers  as.    Deane  to  CommitteBf  Oct.  1,  Dec. 
1,  1776:  Deane  to  Jay,  Deo.  3,  1776. 

IJOUNDARIKS— 

American,  position  of  France  as  to,  in  1778.     Vergennes  to  Gerard^  Mar.  29,  1778. 
Position  to  be  taken  in  respect  to,  in  17(^*2.    Livingston  to  Franklin^  Jan.  7,  1782. 
Western,  action  of  Congress  in  rcspoct  to.    Aug.  20,  1782. 

Instructions  to  peace  commissioners  as  to.     Congress,  June  6  and  29, 1781.    (Bee 
rcac<i  Commissioners.) 
Bows  AND  AitKows.    Franklin  advises  use  of.    Franklin  to  C,  Lee,  Feb.  11,  1776. 
liitAZiL.     Whale  fishery  near.    (See  JVhalefshery), 
Bkidrry,  British.    Instances  of.    Introduction,  $$  7-36. 
BuiDGKN,  from  Franklin,  Oct.  2,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  Jfridgcnj  same  date.) 
Britain,  Great— 

Dissatisfied  with  treaty  of  1763.    Introduction,  $  33. 

Ministry  of,  daring  revolution  ;  character  of.    Ibid,,  $  27. 

Revolutionary  analogies  of.    Ibid,,  $  8. 

Arrogance  of.     Ibid. ,  $  21 . 

Cruelty  of,  in  the  war.     Ibid.,  $  22. 

Profligacy  and  frivolity  of.     Ibid.,  }  23. 

Abandonment  of  loyalists  by.    Ibid.,  $  24. 

False  information  of  campaigns  of.    Ibid,,  $  151. 

War  policy  of.    A,  Lee  to  Mrs,  liache,  Mar.  19, 1776. 

Aflairs  in.    A.  Lee  to  Golden,  Apr.  15, 1776 ;  W.  Lee  to  Dumas,  Sept  10, 1776 ;  A,  Lee 

to  Dumas,  Sept.  17, 1776. 
Reported  demand  of,  for  surrender  of  American  vessels.     Committee,  to  Deane, 

Oct.  1,1776. 
Reports  of  reconciliation  with  ;  bad  eiTcct  in  France.    Deane  to  Committeef  Nov. 

28.  1776. 
Coast  of,  unprotected.     Deane  to  Jay,  Deo.  3,  1776. 
Govornnieut  of;  enlistment  of  soldiers  in.     Commissioners  to  Committee,  Jan.  17, 

1777. 
Army  of,  condition  of,  in  Feb.,  1777.    Harrison  et  al,  to  Binghan,,  Feb.  1,  1777 ; 

Jlan-ison  et  al,  to  Commissioners,  Feb.  2,  1777. 
Oppressive  action  of.     A.  Lee  to  Committee,  Mar.  18,  1777, 
Policy  of,  to  America.    Carmichael  to  Dumas,  Apr.  28,  1777. 
Makes  complaints  to  France  of  accommodations  to  American  privateers.     Deane 

to  Morris,  Aug.  23,  1777. 
Barbarous  conduct  of,  in  war.    Franklin  to  Hartley,  Oct.  14,  1777. 
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BuTADr,  Orsat— ContiQned. 
'  Boooooillftiioii  with,  withoat  IndependonM  denoanoed.    Otafrvtt,  Not.  94, 1777. 

(8e6  Introdnotion,  f  S2). 
BBqnitites of  eonoiliatioa  witb.    C^mmlcf Itfuert  to  C»Miiilffat|  Feb.  96^  1778 ;  FWmlp- 

Uii  to  Cmrm^nimt  ol  BnuitiU,  Julj  1, 1778. 
'    Mioiiler  o(  •!  Pkuris  ordered  to  leave  at  onoe.    ^,  Xef  to  CpmmlmUmen,  If ar.  10, 

1778. 
No  eeparate  peace  shonld  be  made  with.    CoMmlttiotiert  to  Cammittet,  Jnly  90, 1778. 
Oommlflalonore  of,  ia  America.    Impolitic  octioo  of.    f^nkiin  to  BwrtU$^  Oct  9CI, 

177a 
Misconduct  of,  daring  war.    CommlmlQnw  to  Verpewnei,  Jan.  1,  1779. 
Recognition  by,  of  independence.    Coufbienco  witb  Fkvnch  minister  as  to,  July 

10, 1779; 
Peaee  with;  plan  of.    Joy  to  FrunhHn,  Ang.  14, 1770. 
Peace  oommiflsionon  of.    PraeeedUi0$  tf  Confirm,  Sept.  98,  1770.    * 
Wbale  fleet  of.    Plan  for  capture  of.    Adams  to  UHnUmglom^  Oct.  19, 1770. 
Negotiations  for  peace  with.    (See  Prooeedhi§§  ^  CongreMi,  Feb.  94;  Mar.  17, 19> 

92, 94 ;  May  8, 19,  92;  June  3,  17,  10,  94 ;  Jnly  1,  19, 17, 99,  94,  31 ;  Aug.  3, 

13;  Sept.  0, 11, 95,  98;  Oct.  0,  13, 14,  1770.) 
Barbarities  ot    J^^anklin  to  Hartley,  Feb.  9,  17d0. 
Obstacles  to  peace  witb.    Jdamt  to  CoitgrtUf  June  9, 1780. 
LoMes  of,  at  sea.    Report  of.    Aiam$  to  CtmyreM,  Apr.  8, 1780. 
Sodden  declaration  of  war  by,  against  Holland.    CarmiekMl  to  ComwUitee^  Jan. 

97,  1781. 
Farther  propositions  expected  through  Abb6  llossey  to  Spain  fh>m.    Carmiekad 

to  CammiUm,  Jan.  4, 1781. 
Declares  war  against  Holland.    Carmkihaet  to  CdmmilfM^  Jan.  4, 1781. 
Hesontment  felt  in  Holland  against.    Adams  to  Cangrest,  Jan.  6, 1781. 
Soisnros  at  sea  without  declaration  of  war  likened  to  piracy,    ^anklia  ioDnmas, 

Jail.  18,  1781. 
Peace  botwoeu  Holland  and,  not  probable.    Adams  to  Conffreas,  Fob.  15, 1781. 
AtTnire  in.     Carmichael  to  Commiltee,  Fob.  22, 17H1. 

Financial  syntcm  of,  coinparoil  with  Franco.    Adams  to  CongresSf  Mar.  20, 1781. 
Taxes  in.    Adams  to  Congress^  Mnr.  29,  1781. 

Importation  of  goods  of,  into  Unitod  States  in  uentral  bottoms,    Adams  to  Con- 
gress, Juno  26,  1781. 
Spoliations  of.    Official  information  as  to ;  called  for.    Livingston  to  Governors  of 

Stales,  Nov.  12,  1781. 
ExcluMion  of  goods  of.     TAvingston  to  Congress,  Dec.  20,  1781. 
Abandonment  of  loyalists  in  tlie  United  States  by.  TAmngston  to  Franklin,  Deo.  IG, 

1781 ;  Livingston  to  Adams,  Doc.  20,  1781.    (See  aUo  Introduction,  $  24.) 
Ungenerous  aud  barbarous  conduct  of,  during  the  war.     Livingston  to  Adams,  Jan. 

0, 1782 ;  Livingston  to  Dana,  Mar.  3,  1782.    (See  Introduction,  $  22. 
Change  of  ministry  in.    Franklin  to  Morris,  Apr.  8, 1782 ;  Franklin  to  Livingston, 

Apr.  8,  1782. 
lutrigues  of,  witb  France  for  a  separate  peace.    Franklin  to  Hartley,  Apr.  13, 

1782 ;  Franklin  to  Adams,  Apr.  13,  1782. 
Excesses  of,  in  war.    Livingston  to  Dana,  May  27,  1782. 

Change  of  administration  of,  as  alTooting  peaoe  negotiations.    La  Fayette  to  Liv- 
ingston, June  25, 1762. 
Spoliations.    Ko[>ort  of,  to  be  sent  to  ministers  abroad.     Congress,  Sept.  10, 1782. 
Cruelties  of,  in  war.    Livingston  to  Dana,  Dec.  17, 1782.    (See  Introduction,  $  22.) 
Trade  with,  to  rest  on  reciprocity.    Livingston  to  Jay,  Jan.  G,  1783. 
Importance  of  a  minister  being  sent  to.     Adams  to  Livingston,  Fob.  5, 1783. 
Propositions  of  oommorolal  conciliation  by.    Hartley  to  IfYanklin,  Mar.  12,  l/S* 
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BniTAiN,  Grkat — Coutiunod. 

IVaco  with.    Nogotiatiuus  for.    (8oe  Franklin,) 
Hritisii  TRADE,  roHtricttvo  cb:iractor  of.    Lanrens  to  Thom$onf  Mar.  28,  1784;  Lau- 
rens to  Congri'88f  Apr.  24, 1784. 
Ordor  of  coiiucil  of,  as  to  American  ships,  May  14,  1783. 

Caaipaigiis  of.    A.  Leo's  erroaooas  prodictious  as  to.    (Soo  latrodaotioOy  $  151.) 
Broolik,  Conut — 

rrol>ablo  reference  to,  by  A.  Lee  as  a  loading  foreign  goaoral  suited  for  oouimAnd. 

A.  Lee  to  Coldenf  Fob.  13, 1776. 
Rocoin mended  by  Deane  for  American  general-in-ohicf.    Deaneto  CommUtee^  Deo. 

6, 177G. 
Cbarncteristics  and  position  of.    (Introduction.  $$  76,77.) 
Broolik,  Prince.    Entrance  of,  in  American  service  at  end  of  war.    Liviagatom  to  La 

FaycltCy  Nov.  2,  1782.     (See  Introduction,  $  78.) 
Brooke,  gives  plan  to  ministry  for  attacking  Canada,  June  3,  1776. 
Brosse,  Captain  de  la.    Letter  introducing.    Dcane  to  ^Vashington,  Sopt.  15,  1776; 

Dcane  to  Conimilteef  Sept.  15, 1776. 
Brown,  J.,  from  JoneSf  Mar.  1.1, 1781. 
(See  Jones  to  lirown^  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Aug.  G,  1781. 
(See  Franklin  to  Brown^  same  date.) 
BuRGOH.    A.  Lee  detained  at.    A,  Lee  to  Orimaldij  Mar.  5,  1777. 
BuKCOYNE.    Erroneous  pitsdictions  as  to  movements  of.    A,  Lee  to  Coldeti,  Apr.  1.5, 
1776;  Commissioncra  to  Vergenncs,  Feb.  1,   1777;  CommUeioners  to  CommUlee, 
Feb.  5,  Feb.  11,  1777.    (See  Introduction,  $  151.) 
Defeat  and  surrender  of.     Cotnmitiee  to  CommiseioncrBf  Oct.  18,  31,  1777. 
Nature  of  battle  and  importance  of  victory  over.     (Note  to  lettor  of  Commltlee  to 

Commission  era  f  Oct.  18,  1777.) 
EtTect  of  Hurrender  of,  on  Continent  of  Europe.    A,  Lee  to  Committee,  Jan.  5,  1778; 

LoHis  XVI  to  Charles  II F,  Jan.  8,  1778. 
Oood  oflcets  abroail  of  Hurreiidcr  of.     W,  Lee  to  Congress,  Feb.  7,  1778. 
Excliaiigo  of.     Franklin  to  Congress,  Nov.  5, 17^1 ;  Franklin  to  Adams,  Nov.  7, 1781. 
BuuKK,  Edmund— 

His  view  uf  W;i8bington'H  military  genius.    Introduction,  $  12. 
His  eil'ortD  as  a  peace-maker.    Ibid,,  $  197. 
Interest  taken  by,  in  Lnurens^s  case.    I  hid,,  $  173. 
Tribute  of,  to  Franklin.     Ibid.,  $  123. 

Declines  to  present  petition  of  1775.     Franklin  to  Thomson,  Feb.  5,  1775. 
To  Franklin,    Laurens's  case;  prospects  of  peace,  Feb.  28,  1781. 
Caral  against  Wasbington.    Introduction,  $  II. 
Cararrub — 

Correspondence  witb  Jay,  reported  by.    Jag  to  Livingston,  Apr.  28, 1782. 
Character  of.     Carmichacl  to  Congress,  Nov.  17,  1781. 
Calonnr,  to  La  Fayette,  announcing  certain  free  ports,  .Jan.  5,  1784. 
Calvert,  claims  of.     Franklin  to  Congress,  Nov.  1,  17rt3. 
Camden,  Lord,  bis  views  and  speeches.    Reported  by  Franklin  in  narrative  of,  Mar. 

22,  1775. 
Cami»ai(JN8,  British.     A.  Leo's  predictions  as  to  errors  in,  and  their  misleading  effects 
A.  Lee  to  Mrs.  BacJie,  Mar.  19,  1776.  • 

(See  A.  Lee  to  Colden,  Feb.  13,  Apr.  15,  1770.     Introduction,  $  151.) 
Canada— 

Negotiations  in  respect  to.     (See  Franklin^s  journal,  beginning  Mar.  21  and  end- 
ing July  1,  1782,  under  date  of  July  I,  1782.) 
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CAMADA-^ontin  uod. 

Ldftbility  to  parties  io,  for  provisions  supplied  or  injuries  snstaiiiod  during  tbe 
war.    MorrU  to  Congmn,  Jan.  21,  1784. 
Caknon,  forwarding  of,  to  America.    Commi9BioneT9  to  Committfe,  May  25,  1777. 
Capblluc  (See  Van  der  Capcllen), 
Captains  of  Amerioan  armed  vessels.    From  CommfaaioHera,  Nov.  21  1777. 

(See  Franklifif  Dean,  and  Lta  to  captains  of  Anioricaii  aruioil  vessels,  same  date. ) 
CAPTDRB8  ON  HIGH  8RA8.    Actiou  of  CongroHs  as  to.  May  22,  1778. 
Cabibs,  revolt  might  be  incited  among.    Daan  to  Jay,  Doc.  3, 1776. 

(See  Dean  to  ComsiiKes,  Oct  8,  1776;  aame  to  Bingham,  Oct.  17,  1776.) 
Carliston — 

From  Marria,  Aug.  20,  1782. 

(See  Mania  to  Carhton,  same  date.) 
From  Lvgema  (two  letters),  Nov.  9,  1782. 

(See  Luzerna  to  Carlelon,  same  date.) 
From  Livingaton,  March  24,  1783. 

(See  LMngaton  to  Carleionf  same  date.) 
From  Livingalon,  Apr.  11,  1783. 

(See  lAvingaUm  to  Carleionf  same  date.) 
From  Bondinotf  Aug.  1,  1783. 
(See  Boudinot  to  Carleionf  same  date. ) 
Caruslr,  Lord — 

As  to  British  occupation  of  Philadelphia.    Introduction,  f  12. 
Opinion  of  desertion  of  loyalists.    Ibid.,  $  24. 
Carmiciiael,  William— 

His  position  as  a  diplomatist.    Introduction,  $  171. 
Opinion  as  to  dnmage  done  by  theft  of  A.  Loo's  papers.    Ibid.,  $  150. 
Goes  to  Holland  on  business.    Deane  to  Dmmkm,  Oct.  i)    1776. 
To  Dumaa.    Announcing  arrival,  Oct.  22,  1776. 
To  Dnmaa,    Sending  papers,  etc.,  Oct.  27,  1776. 

To  Committee,    Narrating  bis  onfurts  in  Anmtordani ;  poHition  of  Holland  ;  Fronch 
synipatliy  with  Aniorica;  stato  of  European  linancoH;  value  of  American  prod- 
ucts; position  of  UuHsia;  work  that  could  bo  done  by  privateers;  roconnnonds 
Provet  and  Grand,  Nov.  2,  1770. 
Declines  to  go  to  Berlin  as  secretary  to  A.  Loo.     A.  Lee  to  Commiiteef  Juno  11, 

1777. 
A  Leo's  charges  against.     A,  Lee  to  Conimitleey  Apr.  14,  May  9,  1778. 
To  Congreaa.    Accepts  as  secretary  to  Connnissioners,  Juno  17,  177U. 
k,  Lee's  objections  to.     A.  Lee  to  CongrcB'if  Sept.  lU,  lU,  177*J. 
Elected  se«'Tetary  of  legation  to  Spain.     Proceedings  of  Congrvsn,  Sept.  28,  1779. 
To  Congreaa.    Acknowledges  appointment  as  secretary  to  Spain,  Oct.  25,  1779. 
lustrnclions  from  Jay  to,  Jan.  27,  1780. 

(See  Jag  to  Carmichael^  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Jan. 27,  1780. 

(See  Franklin  to  Carmiohael,  same  date.) 
To  Jag.     Reports  alTairs  in  Madrid,  Feb.  15,  18,  1780, 
To  Congreaa.     Reports  his  position,  Feb.  19, 1780. 
From  Franklin,  Fob.  22, 1780. 

(See  Franklin  to  Carmichael, haiuo  date.) 
From  Jag,  Fob.  20, 1780. 

(See  Jag  to  Carniic/uieZ, same  date.) 
His  views  as  to  A.  Lee,  given  by  the  latter;  is  denounced  by  A.  Leo.    A.  f^e  to 

^rfttiiw,  March  13,1780. 
From  Franklin,  Mar.  31, 1780. 
(See  Franklin  to  Carmichaehaakmo  date.) 
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Carmiciiakl,  William— Continued. 

From  AdamSt  Apr.  8, 1780. 
(Soe  Adams  to  Carmichaelt  same  date.) 

To  Adams.    Information  as  to  Spanish  military  movements,  Apr. 22, 1780« 

From  AdamSf  May  12, 1780. 
(Sco  Adams  to  Carmichael,  mkme  date.) 

To  Congress,    Information  as  to  Spanish  affairs,  May  28, 1780. 

From  Franklin,  June  17, 1780. 
(Sco  Franklin  to  Carmichael,  e&mo  date.) 

To  Congress,  Affairs  at  Madrid ;  Cumhorland  arrives  as  British  agent ;  friendly 
services  of  French  minister  at  Madrid ;  financial  difiQcnlties,  Jnly  17,  1780, 

Tu  Congress,  Financial  diillonlties  of  Spain ;  Camborland,  British  agent,  is  at 
Madrid;  armed  neutrality;  progress  of  the  war;  little  prospect  of  money 
from  Spain ;  Aug.  22,  1780. 

To  Cotiyt  ess,  Qardoqui  appointed  to  snooood  Miralles;  Spanish  failure  in  an 
attempt  to  negotiate  a  loan  of  1)C,000«000  livres;  inability  of  Qovernment  to 
loan  monoy  to  the  United  States;  naval  movoniente;  Cumberland  ooutinnos 
at  Madrid;  progress  of  armed  neutrality;  position  of  Portugal,  Sept.  9, 1780. 

To  Committee.  Financial  position  in  Spain ;  Cumberland's  mission ;  prospects  of 
cainpai;;!! ;  foreign  ministers  in  Madrid  friendly  to  Britain ;  detention  of  Gar- 
doqui;  nlTaira  in  Holland,  Nov.  28^  1780. 

To  Committee.  State  of  affairs  in  Spain ;  no  money  to  bo  procured  there ;  proba- 
bilities of  campaign ;  Cumberland  still  at  Madrid  ;  Sopt.  25, 1780. 

To  Committee.  Current  European  news,  Doc.  19,  1780. 

To  Committee.  Propo^iitioiis  on  the  part  of  England  expected  through  Abb<$ 
liussey;  war  declared  against  Holland  by  England  ;  Russia  os pec tetl  to  re- 
sent the  declaration ;  ill  success  of  the  English  fleets;  Spain  has  promised 
a  loan,  Jan.  4,  1781. 

To  Franklin,    Introducing  Cabarrus,  Fob.  6,  1781. 

To  Committee,  Holland  disposed  to  prosoonto  the  war  vigorously  ;  Qermany  offers 
to  mediate  with  Russia ;  Spain  and  Franco  dislike  the  offer  of  mediation,  and 
will  remain  frionds  to  America ;  policy  of  Spain  towards  America  and  x>repara. 
tious  for  war ;  Jay  promised  part  of  the  loan  to  pay  bills  duo ;  debt  contracted 
for  |30,000  or  $40,000;  Qardoqui  will  embark  soon;  Cumberland  working 
to  injure  America;  Count  d'Estaing  expected  to  visit  America;  Vorgon- 
nes  in  bad  health,  Jan.  29,  1781. 

To  Committee.  Affairs  in  Europe;  offer  of  the  Emperor  of  Germany  to  mediate; 
conduct  of  tbo  Russian  ambassador  ;  Portu;j;al  will  not  join  the  armed  neu- 
trality ;  affairs  in  England ;  C  umborland  demands  a  passport ;  fleet  of  Spain, 
Feb.  22,  1781. 

To  Franklin.  Visit  of  Prince  Marceran  ;  intrigues  of  the  Lees;  opposition  tu 
Congress  to  Washington  and  Franklin ;  as  to  matters  of  literary  interest,  Feb. 
28,  1781. 

To  Committee.  Affairs  in  Europe ;  Cumberland  still  at  Madrid  ;  Gardoqui  to  oni- 
bark  soon ;  Spain  jealous  of  tbo  States  on  the  Mississippi  and  Obio;  corre- 
spondence through  the  mails  gives  information  to  tbo  various  courts.  Mar. 
4,  1781. 

To  Committee,  Departure  of  Cumberland  certain ;  reported  oflbr  of  mediation 
by  Emperor  of  Germany ;  French  fleet  expected  to  reach  America  in  July ; 
loan  for  1,000,000  florins  opened  in  Holland  by  Adams;  largo  convoy  of  pro- 
vision vessels  for  America  and  the  Indies  go  with  tbo  British  fleet ;  bad  ctfoot 
of  the  mutiny  of  tbo  Pennsylvania  troops,  Mar.  11,  1781. 

To  Franklin,    Cumberland's  position;  rumors  of  mediation.  Mar.  12,  1781. 

To  Franklin.    As  to  financial  difficulties,  Mar.  30,  1781. 

From  Franklin,  Apr.  12,  1781. 
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uEX.  ^ 

CUMictiAKL,  William— Ciiii till iio<1. 

(Scu  t'TnakliH  to  Carmichael,  iutuo  ilntci.) 
To hYaiikliu.   Ciiuib<>rlaiiil'i)iiiovoiiiuulB;  ilo|>lurcel''rtttik]iii'sroHigiinUuu  ;  touoUca 

■oiuo  iililloaDphianl  qnualioua;  poll licnl  |iriis|iiiutM,  Apr.  2(i,  KUl. 
ToCtfMnff'M.    Affaii-aiD Spain;  liiuvy  di'itrbiuti  J]i7,  wligU  vritlioulfuuils;  pMt- 

oinux  i^piouago,  May  tf5,  2(j,  ITUI. 
To  Ctfngrrw.    Itouiuvitl  ofNeulcDr ;  luoiljuliun,  Juiii^  'J,  I7HI, 
Kmin  LotM.    Jiiuti  tQ,  IT81. 

(Soo  Lovtll  to  Cni'iHicAncI.  snirio  dnli.'. ) 
To  Franklin.    Aa  to  B|miiisli  pnllUcn,  Juno  211,  ITttl. 
To  C'oii(r''«i'     Nnvnl  propitnitJuiiB  Ll  Sptiiii ;  inuiliiiliuii ;  Juy'n  ]<oiiiliiiti  as  lo  ilu- 

uopthig  bills,  Aui;.  10.  1781. 
From  DrankllH,  Aug.  24,  1781. 

(Suo  fyanUlH  Ui  L'lirinfc'/idol,  aiuiiD  ilatc.) 
To  Constat.     Ab  to  afl'nlTB  in  Spniu,  St'iiU  I'll,  Oct.  r>,  17B1. 

To  Coayitu.     AITnlrs  in  SjiaiD ;  ptistpouoiueut  uf  iiuKiilintious  wltli  tlia  Uiiltuil 

Rtntca;  imuiiMiic    oxpciiiiut  mill    I'cUiicuil   iiiiMtiia  iir  Qovvniiiiunt;  court  ia- , 

lligaea;  obnntotcr  or  Francis  CH-bairua;  l<iri>lKii  iilfiiira,  Nov.  17,  17dl.  ^ 

To  Litingtton.     Folitioai  rclntiona  of  Spaiu,  Uue.  SO,  17tll.  fl 

From  IAving»ton,  Doc.  20,  1781.  * 

(Soe  LiHtigiton  to  CoTmichael,  s.ime  (Into.) 
To  i.f Ding* eon.     Ah  toaffaiia  iu  Spaiu  [  ndviiLict-s  iiui>li'b,v  Spaiu  lo  CoiiKriim,  Deu. 

SH,  ITgl. 
From  FrontliH,  Jan.  23,  1783. 

(8«o  Franklin  to  Carmichad,  annio  Unto,) 
To  Licitii/tton.     Ae  to  political  oH'oira  in  UucupK,  Fob.  18.  27,  [763. 
Legntion  obliged  to  prolGBt  liille,-  ourrout  iioIIUc;b1  uvviila.     IVankliti  lo  i*uiiij»- 

ftw,  Apr.  H,  17Bi. 
Dills  takou  np  by  Franklin.     FranUiti  to  Jas,  Apr.  23,  17H3. 
From  Liringaten,  Hay  I,  I'fti. 

(See  ilpinpilon  to  CnrniicftniJ,  Bomu  dnlf.) 
Prom  C^ngnti.    Not  AdTlsable  that  he  shoald  bo  comiiiiaiioDed  t«  Fortugkl,  May 

8,17aS. 
To  lAtingtto*.    State  of  HfTairs  iu  Sp»iu,  Judo  12,  1782. 
Fmm  LiTi»g>l0H,  July  G,  l;82. 

(Soe  LieiKglton  to  Carmlchatlt  same  date.) 
From  LiringtloK.    Advtco  aa  to  publlo  afl'aira  and  us  to  his  salary,  July  6,  17^ 
To  LMugilo*.     As  to  affairs  in  Spain,  July  H,  2iL  Sept.  8,  1782. 
From  LivingiUm,  Soiit-.  12,  1782. 

(Soe  LMngilon  to  Carmickarl,  same  date.) 
To  LMngitox,    Siege  of  Gibratlar ;  pruliablo  failure  of ;  BpoculationsaBtoiieacoj 

friendly  relatious  wiUi  othur  powers,  Sept.  29, 1782. 
From  Florida  Bia.Mia,  Oct.  14,  17eS. 

(See  FlorMa  BUmea  to  Carmichael,  ennio  date.) 
To  UviagiUin.     Political  alfulrs  iu  Europo,  Oct.  20,  178Z. 
From  UvianfloH,  Nov.  28,  1782. 

(Soe  lAritigtton  to  Carniichatl,  same  lUto.) 
To  Lioi»ii%tm.    Treaty  of  1782;   Spain's  disHatisTactioD ;  HDanoial  dtfflualties  of 

Spain;  dlplomatio  reception,  Deo.  30,  1782. 
To  Zleia^tloa.     Wanlof  friondliucss  In  Spanish oonrt;  poalUouof  Gatiloqni,  Jan. 

18,  1783. 
From  La  FagtiU,  Jan.  20, 1783. 

(Sea  La  Fagtilc  to  CamUehael,  same  date. ) 
To UvingtloM.    Received  foimally  at  Madrid  as  cbargd  d'affaires;  valne  of  La 
faTeU^a  preMDoe,  F«)|).  $i,  178^ 
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Carjciciiarl,  WiLUAM— Coniiooed. 
From  MorrtM,  Mar.  4,  17^3. 

(See  Marri$  to  CmnmOmd,  nine  dale.) 
To  fAvingttom.    Ilia  poeitioQ  at  eoaii;  Tiews  m»  to  foreign  polities,  Mar.  13,  1783. 
From  Uvim^t^M,  Majr  7,  17dl.    (8ee  Xtrta^ttoa  to  C^wielaci;  same  date.) 
Is  relicMl  on  bj  Jay  to  inalLe  op  aoeooots  of  Spanish  mission.    Jmff  to  XlsMftfoay 

Jnne  I,  1783. 
To  LitimgtUnu    Giree  information  as  to  political  relations  of  Spain,  July   19, 

J«,  1783. 
From  iiondorf,  Jnly  28,  1783L 

(See  Gar$darfto  Cmrmiditi,  same  date.) 
0ivc8  iu  format  ion  as  to  proposed  Saxon  mission,  Jnlj  29,  Aug.  20,  1783. 
N.'irratcs  circumstances  of  his  presentation  to  King  of  Spain,  Ang.  30,  1783. 
Tu  tVaMklin.     As  to  ilartvrell's  case  and  injuries  at  Ifarana,  Feb.  27,  1784. 
To  Framklin.    As  to  appointment  of  Ganloqni  as  Spanish  minister,  Oct.  18, 1784. 
Caiikin<;toh.     From  MorrU,  Jnne  6, 1782. 

(Sgo  MorrU  to  Carrimgicm,  same  date.) 
Carkoll.     From  Franklin,  Jnne  2, 1779. 

'  (S4M3  Franklin  to  CnrrpUf  same  date.) 
CASTKIK8,  nil ppl ants  Sartiue  iu  the  marine  department.    Dranklin  to  iSsrfiae,  Dee. 

3. 1780. 
Catiikrinr  II~ 

Iter  |K>licy  towanls  America.     Introdactiou,  ^^  16^. 

(S«^e  Danay  Jinnsitt,  Armed  yentralittf.) 
Hritifili  cflfottfl  to  bribe.     Introdnctiun,  ^  7. 

Avemiou  t^)  American  canm*.     Dana  to  lAHngMton  (note),  May  2, 1783. 
Catholic  Risiiop.     (See  Ifitkop.) 
Catholic  Ciiukcil     A  rcqiieKt  to  Congress  for  settlement  of  a  bishop  in  the  United 

States.     Pope's  Nnneio  to  Franklin,  Jnly  28, 178:?. 
Ckukmont,  ordor  of  in  negotiations  and  conferences.     LtviN^floM  to  Coniprtnt,  Nov.  3, 

1781;   Luzerne  to  lAvingtton,  Nov.  4,  1781. 
Ckkonio,  his  niificonduct  as  agent.     Cammi$sioner$  to  CcNRsiiUee,  Oct.  7,  1777. 

CkSSATIO.V  ok  II08T1LITIR8 — 

Declaration  of,  Jan.  20,  i:83.     FrankliM  to  Living$ton,  Jan.  21,  1783;  Jclrniu  to 

JAringBtonf  Jan.  22,  1783. 
Proclamation  of,  Feb.  14,20,  1783. 
Doclaro<l  :i8  final.     Dighg  to  LivingttoHf  Carlei4m  to  Limngttanf  Apr.  6,  1783;  Xiv- 

ingston  to  Congress,  Apr.  tO,  1783. 
ProclaiuKMl  finally  by  Congi-ess,  Apr.  12,17^3. 
C1IAULK8  111,  King  of  Spain — 
From  />o«t>  AT/,  Jan.  8,  1778. 

^Sce  fAniis  XVI  to  Charles  III,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.    Apiiointing  Ganloqni  as  minister,  Sept.  25,  1784. 
C11ARLK8TON-- 

Captiiro  of.     Jiunttnglon  to  Adams,  .Inly  30,  17r50. 
iiritiHli  clutioii  at  t:ikiiig  of.     FrankliH  to  Congress,  Aug.  9,  1780. 
Kvaciiation  of.     (ircenc  to  lAringston,  Dec.  19,  1732. 
C11A8TKLLUX.     From  Franklin,  Aj»r.  C,  1782. 
(See  Franklin  to  Chaslcllux,  same  date.) 
(AihI  i»eo  IntnMlnctiou,  $  78.) 
Chatham— 

Toiicy  of  federal  alliance  with  America.     Introdnction,  (  32. 
His  denunciation  of  British  cruelty  in  America.     IHd,,  $  22. 
Interviews  with  Franklin  oti  the  state  of  America  and  roconciliatory  measures. 
^ranklin^s  narrative  of  negotiations  in  London,,  Mar.  22,  1775. 
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CiUTtiAM— Coniinned. 

Flftn  of  laoonoiliftlion.    FraiiklW$  nmrratke  of  mefotiaihn$  «l  Lmidam^  Umr.  £^ 

1775. 
VoiM  for  <U«ooimi6  witb,  oq  his  plan,  Franklin's.    F^nklM$  narrmUve  cf  nogoHa- 

thn9  at  Lomdau,  liar.  28,  1775. 
HU motion  loiemovo  tlio  troops  from  Boston;  intnNlncos  Franklin  inio  Parlla- 

menii.    f)rmmkUn'$  narrative  of  ncgotiaUont  at  London,  Mar.  29, 1775. 
Plan  of  reoonoiliation.    Franklin  to  Thomoon,  Fttb.  5, 1775. 
CHAUMoirr<— 

His  relations  to  Franklin.    Intrmlnotion,  ft  IS^/"* 

IntrodneUon  of  his  son.    IhUL,  i  1S8. 

Will  introdnoe  Doane  to  iteraons  ftiendly  to  Amorloa.    ComimltHc  to  Dtano,  Mar.  3» 

177a 
Agreement  with,  as  to  line  of  paokots,  Apr.  — ,  1777.    Seo  Paekeio, 
Refleotlona  on.    J.  Leo  to  CommUtoe,  Jnuo  1,  1778. 
From  Adamoj  Sept.  15,  1778. 

(See  Admmo  to  Channumff  same  date.) 
Deollnea  to  receiyc  rent  for  honse  at  Passy.     Ckaumont  to  Adamo,  Sept.  18, 1778. 
Referenoes  to.    Deane  to  Conffme,  Oct.  12,  1778. 
Proposed  loan  by.    Franklin  to  Fergennee,  Mar.  17,  1770. 
From  FrankUn,  Dec.  11,  1780. 

(See  FtankUn  to  Ckanmontf  same  date.) 
lasolvent  oondition  of.    Franklin  to  Lioingeton,  Ang.  12, 1782. 
.  Exceptionable  condnot  as  to  Bon  Uomme  Bidiard.    lAringeton  to  Jag,  Jan.  G,  1783. 

GUISAFBAKB  BaT— 

British  blockade  of,  in  spring  of  1777.    JJarrieon  et  al.  to  Bingham,  Feb.  1,  1777 ; 

jETarHtea  «!  «/.  to  Commioolonere,  Feb.  2, 1777. 
Naral  action  on.    Deetom^oe  to  Lnseme,  Mar.  19,  1781;  IfMhingtm^  to  Lnserne, 
Mar.  31, 1781 ;  Lovell  to  Franklin,  Mar.  31,  1781. 
CUE£AULX,  French  consul  at  Borgen,  rocogoittou  of  Hcrviccs  of.    Lovell  to  Dranklin, 

July  11,  1780. 
CnoufONDELT,  Lord,  visits  Franklin.     (See  FrankUn^s  journal,  Mar.  21,  1782,  uudor 

date  of  July  1,1782.) 
Chukch,  Dr. — 

Objections  to.    A.  Lee  to  Coldenf  Fob.  14,  1776. 
His  disloyalty.    Introduction,  $  205. 
Civa  LIST,  estimate  of,  in  1784.     Morris  to  Jefferson,  Fob.  25,  1784. 
Civil  wars— 

Analogies  of.     Introduction,  $  8. 
Position  of  iutcrinodiarios  in.    Introduction,  $  107 
Clark.    Fn)ui  Morris,  May  30,  1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Clark,  same  date.) 
CUNTON,  Oonoral— 

Biographical  notice  of,  (see  note  to).     Franklin  to  Dumas,  June  5,  1780. 
Criticism  on  letter  of.    Firanklin  to  Dntnas,  June  0,  1780;  Adatns  to  Dumas,  Juno 
6,  1780. 
(See  Adams  to  W.  Lee,  July  20,  1780.) 
CUKTON,  Governor.    From  Livingston,  Oct  22,  1781. 

(See  Livingston  to  Clinton,  Banie  date.) 
Clotiiino— 

Forwarded  to  America.     Commissioners  to  Committee,  May  25, 1771. 
For  troops.    (Seo  Supplies.) 
Coffin.    From  Franklin,  Mar.  2:5,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Coffin,  same  date.) 
CowAGS.     Morris  to  Congress,  Jan.  15,  1782. 
3  WH 
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COLDEN— 

From  A,  Lee,  Fob.  13,  1776. 

(Seo  A.  Lee  to  Coldett,  Haiiio  date,  and  see  IiitroductiuU|  i  141.) 
From  J.  Lee,  Fob.  14,  1776. 

(Soo  A.  Let  to  Colden,  same  date.) 
From  A.  Lee,  Apr.  1.5, 1776. 

(Sec  A,  Lee  to  Colden,  baiiio  date.) 
Ad  to  corrcHpondonco  with,  boo  Introductiou,  $  141. 
CoMMANDKUS  OK  VK88icr^.     Froiii  FfanklUi,  Juno  22,  1778. 

(Sco  Franklin  to  Cowinan(?«r«  ofvesBeU,  same  date.) 
CoMMiCRCK,  American — 

Condition  of.     Dcane  to  DtdHCM,  Sept.  11,  1776. 
Free  from  duties  at  Leghorn.    Deane  to  Commiffef,  Nov.  26,  1776. 
Frco  in  Spain,  Franco,  and  Tasoany.    Deane  to  Jay,  Deo.  3, 1776. 
CoMMKUCK,  British — 

Restrictions  on.     Lanrens  to  Thomeon,  Mar.  28,  1784. 
CoMMKitCK,  company  of,  ondoavorinjr  to  bring  about  negotiations  between  England 

and  Holland.     Adamn  to  Congress,  Jan.  15,  1781. 
CoMMKUCE,  French,  papers  as  to.    Morris  to  Congress,  Apr.,  16.  1784. 

COMMKIICIAL  AGENT8— 

RoHolntion  of  Congress  as  to,  Fob.  9,  1778. 
Advico  as  to.     Adanm  to  CommitUe,  May  24,  1778. 
Commercial  pkefeiikncks,  none  to  be  given  superior  to  those  given  to  France. 

Franklin  to  Vergennes,  Sept.  3,  1784 ;  Vergennes  to  Franklin,  Sept.  9,  1784. 
Commercial  treaties— 

Instructions  of  Congress  as  to,  May  7,  1784. 

(Seo  Treaty  of  Commerce.) 
With  European  powers;  ministers  at  Paris  authorized  to  negotiate.     Congress, 
Oct.  29,  1783. 
Commercial  treaty  with  Britain— 

Importance  of.     Adamn  to  Livingston,  Fob.  5,  1783. 

(Sco  Hartley  to  Franklin,  Mar.  12,  178:),  and  soo  In ti-od notion,  (i$  31,  32.) 
Views  of  Fox  favorable  to.     Laurens  to  Livingston,  Apr.  5,  10,  1783. 

(See,  however,  Introduction,  ^^  31,  32.) 
Project  and  failure  of.     Madison  to  Jefferson,  May  13, 1783;  Madison  to  Randolph 

Sept.  13,  1783. 
Authority  to  negotiate  given.     Adams,  Franklin,  aud  Jay,  to  Hartley,  Sept.  7, 1783; 
same  to  Congress^  Sept.  10,  1783. 
Commerce,  treaty  of,  with  France;  adoption  of.    lutrodnction,  $  45. 
Commissary-General  of  Purchases.    From  Morris,  Oct.  4,  1781. 
^Seo  Morris  UKCommissary-General,  same  dato.) 

COMMISHIONERS  IN  PARIS — 

Proceedings  of  Congress  as  to  relations  of,  Jan.  20,  Mar.  27,  Apr.  15,  30,  May  3, 

22,  Juno  8,  1779. 
From  CommitUe,  Oct.  17,  1776. 

(Seo  Committee  to  Connnisaioncrs,  same  date.) 
From  Committee,  Dec.  21,  1776. 

(See  Committee  to  Commissioners,  s.ime  dato.) 
Pledge  of,  as  to  separate  peace,  Feb.  2,  1777. 
From  CommitU.e,  Feb.  2,  1777. 

(See  Committee  to  Commissioners,  same  dato.) 
From  Committee,  Fel).  17,  1777. 

(See  Committee  to  Commissioners,  same  date. ) 
From  Committee,  Feb.  19,  1777. 

(Sco  Committee  to  Commissioners,  same  date.) 
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«  IK  Fahis— Cacitinued. 
t'rotii  A,  lee,  Fcb.lM!.  ITTT 

{See  J  Xcito  t'oinui{«irI(iH«rf,aMliad»t«>)' 
Prom  ('onialllrf,  Mny  'i,  1777 

-(Sco  Covtniflcv  til  Cammlxtionrrii,  him  date.) 
Ftum  ConmlItr«,  UtkyV,1777 

(See  CommlriM  to  ramminiOHer',  wna  date.) 
Tram  J.  £«,  Hay  a?   1777. 

<Sca  A.  Lto  to  ConiMilJMiaHm,  MUna  date.) 
Fium  ConmilUr,  Mny  30,  I; "7 

<S««  ConmlllM  to  Coinmii'iloNn-*,  aamo  date.) 
IProro  OmmtiUt,  June  S,  IJIT 

<8oo  drainitlMto  CvmiHitaioRrrji,  laino  date) 
Ftoui  Commute*,  JuilC  111,  1777 

(Siw  Cmnnitdto  to  Coiumiitloneri,  wmie  dato.) 
From  .^.  £m,  Jnne  15,  1777. 

(Bbc-J.  Lti  to  <'on>»n.i«t0nr''*,  >amfl  dale.) 
From  CotiLMitlei',  Jiiiio  ai.  1777 

(S«(<(?om»i>ll<eto  CnuHluf n«r(,  wme  date.) 
Ftwn  .i.  £«v  J<iB0  ^  1'^^- 

(8m  ^.  Zm  to  Commifioun-t,  same  date.) 
From  CsmsiilCM,  Jnly  2,  1777 

(S«o  CdmmJHM  to  CoMm^ftiotfrt,  MUM  data.) 
Froio>i.  toe,  July  fi,  1777 

(Soo  J   £«»to  C("Hini*ii«n«rii,  Mmo  dato.) 
From  rergennea,  Jnly  IG,  1777. 

(See  fwyw  to  <:^nnn>'iitoiiei'a,  aamo  dote.) 
Fraiu-f.'aHMltlM,  Aug.  7  1777 

(BreC»nMliiMt«C0mmiMloii«r«,  MOW  date.) 
■  Vmnx  VanniiUre,  (two  lettem),  Oct.  fi,  1777. 

<Seuf:cimmi(/«itor>>Bim(nioMa»,  eaniedato.) 
From  ConmiUct,  Oot.  18,   777 

<8«e  ComiHidM  to  CoHiiHiMionm,  raioodato.) 
i'roin  Commilitt,  Oct.  «!.  1?7? 

<S«e VommMet to  CommiTaioRfni,  niuo  data.) 
From  CommilUe,  Nov  8, 1777 

(Soe  (i^^MmJCco  to  t^'onimixnctncr'g,  aamo  dnto.) 
From  Committee,  Doo.  1 ,    IT! 

{ftee  CooiBiilleF  to  ContimuinHcrf,  eamo  rtiitc.) 
From  Commjlfw,  Doc  8,  t77T 

(Sbo  (ll^aniNlIlM  to  CommiirfieveTt,  saiDO  dnlu  ) 
FroDi  f'oHniJKiw,  Jaii.  Itf,  177S. 

(&IM1  CommJtlM  to  C'omniiwIcNin'a,  same  dato.) 
From  «;uiBin(WM,  Jau  21.1778. 

(Sue  {'ommf  [t«  to  f'ommi*8iaiie)'i,saiuo  date.) 
From  (3«riir(I  Fob.  2,1778. 

(Soe  fJerardto  t-ominJjiiDxrr*,  same  dftt«.) 
From  Cerarrf.  Mar  17  1778. 

{Sou  tierariUt  Commiirtio'iere,  same  date.) 
From  Z,«MU,lfar.  Q-1,  1776. 

(Son  Cordl  to  tomKi<i"ioncT»,  some  dato.) 
From  Lovell,  Apr.  Ifi,  177a 

(8co  Loctll  Ut  4'o«imbiii.ineyi,Mimo  ilato.) 
From  IIomH,  A|ir  HO,  niB. 

(See  £omU  to  CoiniNisniDi'm,  aamo  date.) 


36  PRELIUINABY   INDBX. 

CoUHiBSiONKiis  IN  FAItlS— Contioneil. 
From  ComiHillce,  May  W,  1778. 

(Soo  R.  II.  Lee  aiul  Loetll  to  Commiuloiuri,  name  dais) 
From  Fa-sennet,  May  15,  1778. 

(8oo  rtrgcttiiet  Ui  Cumiiiir^iancri,  Muae  date.) 
From  ConiinUtnr,  Miiy  ir>,  U7S. 

(Sco  R.  S.  Lea  »n(1  Xovell  tu  Coi>iMiMion#ri,  •nino  date.) 
Plftu  of  reduoiiig  expeuMW  of.    J.  Aiamt  to  5.  Jdamt,  Haj  8 
From  £arlinr,  Jiiiio  G,  lT7e. 

(Sec  .Sai'lfna  to  Coiiiiiiifsioiters,  Biune  dntc.) 
From  Jonee,  Juno  In,  ITTB. 

(Seo/ORM  to  Coixmlnioncm,  UUDO  <1ftl«.) 
From  CoinmJt(»,  JliDoSl.lTTB. 

(Suo  7{.  7/.  Xm  e(  at.  to  Com»i«tlonn-a,  mdw  date.) 
From  Sarliiif,  July  14,  1778.) 

(RuQ  Sarline  to  Couiniiuion#fs,  sane  dnlo. ) 
From  Sarline,  July  S9,  17J8, 

<$eo  Airtina  to  ComutiWniini'f,  snrao  date.) 
From  Jouee,  Aug.  15,  tT7ij. 

(S«e  >7anM  to  Commluiionio,  wiuio  dnto.) 
From  J^DiiM,  Auk.  I&,  1778. 

(Se«  Jmim  to  Commiisionert,  sauio  date.) 
Fruin  Airdiie,  Auk.  Ifi,  177H. 

(Soo  Sarline  ta  C'oiriiiiiiiaiaiio's,  SODIO  dat«.) 
Froiu  Iiard,  Aug.  US,  177M. 

(8eo  /'ard  lo  Comniit»ioticrs.  sumo  date.) 
DisseuBlona  botwcon.    (Soo  Introductiuii,  H  IW,  12fi,  149;  ai 

date  of  Sept.  S3,  1778. 
I'Yoni  Sarline,  Sept.  IG,  177tj. 

<Soo  Sariitie  to  Ci>mnii»ioneTe,  aaue  dato.) 
From  Marline,  Sept. '31,  t77d. 

(Suo  ^at  line  to  CommMirio)ier»,  saiiio  date.) 
From  Virgeiuue,  Sept,  S'l,  1778. 

(Soo  FfrjniMu  to  Conimiteionm,  aaue  dat«.} 
h^rou  FerffenHM,  Scjit.  a7.  177fi. 

(Seo  ror^eniiM  to  Co™iBUirloit(Tg,8aino  date.) 
From  Sarline,  Oet.  7,  177S. 

(Sea  £(trliii«  to  CommitaioiHiK.Biuno  dnt«.) 
From  AiuboMador  of  Nitplei,  Oot.  8,  1778, 

(Seo  Ambattador  of  Nitplet  to  CitMDilMioiKirt,  BOtuo  date.) 
From  Sarline,  Oct.  ID,  1778. 


(Seo  £arllN8  tn  Com  iiii'anoN  erf,  BUUie  dato.) 

Froui  SarliHe,  Oct.  20, 1778. 

odale.) 

From  Dumai,  Oct.  27     77S. 

(Seo  fiumiu  to  Cominiitioner,,  ialiio  diito.) 

From  fergennu   Oct.  30,  1778. 

(Seo  rergeitna  to  C^animtfidonsi'*,  a 

Aiiio  date.) 

From  reri/ennea,  Oct  :U    l77.'i. 

imodato.) 

From  Oi.«a»,  Nov.  4,  177B. 

idntc.) 

From  Vumai,  Nov.  10,  1778. 

(Seo  DwHM  to  CoMmwfonert,  Ham< 

0  date.) 

PSELIMINAliV   at. 

COMUtUlOXKttS  IN  PAIUS— CoutlUDOd. 
Vnm  Sartine,  Nov,  13,  1778. 

(Scfl  Sarliue  to  Commitiiloner*,  same  date.} 
¥Tom  Dumas,  Nuv.  i:i,  l>Td. 

(Seo  Dumas  to  CuniHiitiioHtra,  saiuo  duto.) 
From  &irliHf,  Not.  14,  IT7B. 

(8eo  Airliiit  [o  Conimini  ion  era,  saini^  duli;,) 
Fioiii  DnmoA,  Nov.  2(1,  177S. 

(Sua  Z>«nuM  to  ComiuiMloiurf,  sanio  iliilo,) 
I''nnii  Dhmm,  Dec.  IS,  177tl. 

(Boe  /laiMM  Id  (7onm<Mioi<cr«, sniue  ilutc.) 
EtemSMmai.Jau.  12, 1771>. 

(Sod  Duma*  to  Co ni m ur'-iiifirrt, itniiio  ditto.) 
Pt»m  Soiiiwr.Jiiii.  13, 17711. 

(8oa  Saijine  to  ConitniidoHcin,  luiitia  date.) 
From  CoNjren,  Aug.  14,  ITTD. 

(Sm  /ii«friuif<OfU  0/  Congraifor  NMMttf  JMIM  « 
From  0..cnH,Nov.  4, 1782. 

(8«o  OtiraM  h>  Comiiimioueri,  Bnme  date.) 
From  Btrachen,  Wov.  5,  1782. 

(Seo  Slraehts  to  r>>inini««iiin«>*,  mhw  d«to.) 
From  Dana,  Jau.  14,  I7H3. 

(8aa  Dana  to  CommfraJoM^'c,  anmn  d*ta>} 
From  ffU  Urrba-I,  Full,  18, 1783. 

(8oa  nil  Herbert  to  C«mmluioiiert,  wbm  dftto.) 
From  LiflnfofOH,  hiar.  BS,  I7tl3. 

(Seo  /.jiiiN(i>(an  to  OnniHit^toiifr*,  nme  date.) 
Fram  LivtagHoH,  ApTil  31,  1783. 

(8«o  Miiiii!7t(o«  to  Commfitlonen,  lame  data.) 
Fniii  nntni.  May  10,  1783, 

(S«o  Grand  tu  ConimlvaJoncin,  aamo  dato.) 
From  La  Faytth,  Mny  13,  178a. 

(Soo  irfi  /"ayf*/*  to  I'ommininaiirti  same  date.) 
Prom  tAtiingiUm,  Mny  '28,  17IH;l, 

(S«o  Uvi*gtlaH  tn  ConirHiffioNei-f,  eame  date.) 
f  rom /.icii>s»<oii   Mnr3l,lTf?3, 

(lioo  i[.iriiii;«loH  to  Coniinfftjonrr*,  anmo  dato.) 
Frum  IlartUf,  June  I,  1783. 

<S«M  IlartUi/  to  Commiiainiiri'f,  aarae  date.) 
From  llarlhgfJnuo  1-1.  l7k(. 

(Sve  IlarlUg  t»  C"inniM»l<ii»ri'a,  rtaitie  date.) 
ProniroajTrCT'.-Iiiii"  10,  I7W!. 

<Beo  Cunrjrfi)  (or  Oowdiaol)  to  CommJafJonm,  h; 
IVoiu /'Siirrni,  Jnnol?  I'BII. 

{SoeZeitreiu  to  CaMiiiirsiDHsr*,  aanie  date.) 
from  Laurmi,  Jnno  iW,  17^3. 

(Sqo  LaHreM  to  ConiNiUfiniici'a, same  dato.) 
Prom  J3arlUf,  Aug.  20,  J783. 

(Soe  Uartleg  to  Com wdraio nor*,  sauo  dato.) 
^HniMiONKiW  or  AccouwTB.    i'l-om  Worrit,  Sojit. 

(S«Q  J/orrii  tu  Commiisloiieis,  aaue  ilato.) 
CoimiesioNKua  ik  rAitia— 
Proui  Ilarttet,  B«i>t.  4, 17tW. 

(Sra  Uartlrf  to  CommiMioiitri,  saiiio  date.) 


38  PEELIMINARY   INDEX. 

Commissioners  in  Paris— Continued. 
From  Congrc88f  Oct.  29,  1783. 

(See  Congress  to  CommissionerSf  same  dato.) 
From  Mifflin,  Jan.  14,  1784. 

(Soo  Mifflin  to  CommissionerSf  same  dato.) 
Commissioners  to  Nbqotiatb  Peacb.    (See  Peace  CommiaaioMri.) 
Commissions— 

For  war  vessels  reqiiestod.    Deane  to  Commitleef  Nov.  9, 177G. 
Blank,  to  cruise  againsb  English  sbips  should  be  sent.     Deane  to  Jag,  Deo.  % 
1776. 
CoMMiTTBK— (Under  this  head  is  included  all  Congressional  Committoos  correspond- 
ing on  foreign  nfTairs) — 
From  DiimaSf  May  14,  1776. 

(See  Dumas  to  Committee,  same  dato.) 
From  A,  Lee,  June  3,  1776. 

(See  A,  Lee  to  Committee,  June  3,  1776.) 
To  Deane.    Military  operations  and  stato  of  the  country,  Aug.  7,  1776. 
From  Dumas,  Aug.  10,  1776. 

(See  Dumas  to  Commxttse,  same  dato.) 
From  Deane^  Aug.  18,  1776. 

(See  Deane  to  Committee,  same  date.) 
From  Jfeaumarchais,  Aug.  18,  1776. 

(See  Bcaumarchais  to  Committee^  same  dato.) 
From  Dumas,  Sept.  1, 1776. 

(See  Dumas  to  Committee,  same  dato.) 
From  Deane,  Sept.  11,  1776. 

(See  Deane  to  Committee,  same  dato.) 
From  Deane,  Oct.  1,  1776. 
(See  Deane  to  Committee,  same  dato.) 

To  Deane,    Current  politics ;  causes  of  defeat  at  Long  Island ;  stato  of  campaign ; 

need  of  Riipplics;  need  of  French  aid;  Oct.  1,  1776. 
To  Deane.    Structure  of  connnission ;  William  Hodge  is  bearer,  and  is  commended ; 

Oct.  2,  1776. 

From  Deane,  Oct.  8,  1776. 

(See  Deane  to  Committee,  same  dato.) 
From  Deane,  Oct.  17,  1776. 

(Soo  Deane  to  Committee,  same  dato.) 
To  Deane,    Two  resolves  of  Congress  inclosed,  appointing  A.  Lee  in  Jefferson's 

place,  and  ordering  eight  line-of-battle  ships  to  be  bought,  Oct.  23,  1776. 
To  Deane,    Stating  that  committoe  is  reconstituted  as  composing  Jay,  John- 

Rton,  Morris,  R.  H.  Lee,  Hooper,  and  Witherspoon,  Oct.  24,  1776. 
From  Deane,  Oct.  25,  1776. 

(See  Deane  to  Committee,  same  dato.) 
From  Carmichael,  Nov.  2,  1776. 

(See  Carmichael  to  Committee,  same  dato.) 
From  Deane,  Nov.  6,  1776. 

(See  Deane  to  Committee,  same  dato.) 
From  Deane,  Nov.  9, 1776. 

(See  Deane  to  Committee,  same  dato.) 
From  Deane,  Nov.  20,  1776. 

(See  Deane  to  Committee,  same  dato.) 
From  Deane,  Nov.  27,  1776. 

(See  Deane  to  Committee,  same  dato.) 
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CoxMiTTKB— Cod  tiuuod . 

From  Ikane,  Nov.*  28,  177G. 

(See  Deane  to  CommitteCf  same  date.) 
From  Dcanc,  Nov.  29,  177G. 

(See  Deane  to  Committee^  same  date.) 
From  DeanCf  Nov.  29,  177G. 

(See  Deane  to  Committee f  8ame  date.) 
From  Deane,  Doc.  1,  177G. 

(See  Deane  to  Committee,  same  date.) 
From  Deane,  Dec.  3.  177G. 

(See  Deane  to  Committee,  same  date.) 
From  2;0aft«,  Deo.  G,  177G. 

(See  Deane  to  Committeet  Hanio  date.)  * 

From  Franklin,  Doc.  8,  177G. 

(See  Franklin  to  Committee,  same  date.) 
From  />eaff0,  Deo.  12,  177G. 

(See  Deane  to  Committee^  saiuo  date.) 
To  CoflnnMtfionerf  tn  i'am.    Condition  of  country;  plan  of  future  operations; 
movements  of  General  IIowo ;  importance  of  favorable  Froncli  action  ;  plan 
ofloan.  Deo.  21,  1776. 
To  9ame,      Importance  of  French  aHsistance ;  proposed  embassies  to  European 

courts;  want  of  ships,  Deo.  30,  177G. 
From  A,  Lee,  Deo.  31,  177G. 

(See  A,  Lee  to  Committee^  same  date.) 
To  Captain  Hammond.     Directions  for  his  voyage,  Jan.  2,  1777. 
From  A,  Lee,  Jan.  3,  1777. 

(See  A.  Lee  to  Committee,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Jan.  4,  1777. 

(See  Franklin  to  Committee,  same  date.) 
From  Commissioners,  Jan.  17,  1777. 

(See  Franklin,  Deane^  and  Lee  to  Committee,  same  dat«.) 
From  Deane,  Jan.  31,  1777. 

(See  Dcxine  to  Committee^  Ramo  dato.) 
To  Bingham.     Conduct  of  Captain  Patterson  ;  want  of  ships  of  the  lino  ;  British 

losses  in  the  Jerseys,  Feb.  1,  1777. 
To  CommisBioners.     Danjjjor  of  Urilish   naval  Hnpromacy ;  necessity  of  military 

supplies;  enemy's  (lifliculties  in  Jersey,  Feb.  2,  1777. 
From  Deane,  Feb.  (5,  1777. 

(See  Deane  to  Committee^  same  dato.) 
From  Commis8ioHei'8,  Feb.  (>,  1777. 

(See  Franklin,  Deane,  and  Lee  to  Committee,  same  date.) 
From  A.  Ue,  Fob.  11,  1777. 

(See  A.  Lee  to  Committer,  same  date.) 
From  A.  Lee,  Feb.  14,  1777. 

(See  A.  Lee  to  Committee,  same  dato.) 
From  J.L€C,  Feb.  18,  1777. 

(See  A.  lyee  to  Committee,  sanie  date.) 
To  Commissioners.     Progreas  of  cvnipaigu  ;  importance  of  French  aid  ;  qucRtion 
of  sending;  frigaten  jis  convoyH  ;  sto])i)ago  of  letters  ;  supposed  friendliness  of 
Spain,  Feb.  ID,  1777. 
From  Deane,  Feb.  27,  1777. 

(Sec  Deane  to  Cotnmittee,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin  and  Deane,  Mar.  4,  1777. 

(See  Franklin  and  Deane  to  ConimiUce,  same  dato.) 
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CoMMiTTEB— Continued. 

From  J.  LeCf  Mar.  8,  1777. 

(See  A,  Lee  to  Commitleef  same  date.) 
From  Franklin  and  Deane^  Mar.  12,  1777. 

(See  Franklin  and  Deane  to  Committee,  same  date.) 
From  A,  Lee^  Mar.  18,  1777. 

(Sco  i^.  Lee  to  Commi//e0,  same  date.) 
From  A,  Lee^  Apr.  2;  1777. 

(Soo  A.  Lee  to  Committee,  same  date.) 
From  DumaSf  Apr.  12,  1777. 

(Soo  Dumas  to  Commitleef  same  date.) 
To  Commisaioners,    Statement  of  condition  of  campaign ;  approval  of  diTiding 
envoys  atuong  courts;  improved  state  of  tlie  army's  future  prospects,  May  2, 
1777. 
To  same.     Introducing  Paul  Jones  and  commending  his  services ;  autborixing  the 
parchase  of  a  frigate  whicli  Jones  is  to  command  ;  he  is  to  be  under  direc- 
tion of  Commissioners,  May  9,  1777. 
From  A,  />««,  May  13,  1777. 

(Soe  A,  Lee  to  Committee,  same  date.) 
To  Commiasionera.    Arrival  of  Amphitrile,  but  her  capture  on  her  return  trip ;  im- 
portance of  loan  from  France;  advantages  to  France  and  Spain  from  a  war 
at  this  time  with  Britain,  May  30,  1777. 
From  Diimaa,  May  IC,  1777. 

(Soo  Dumas  to  Committee,  same  date. ) 
From  Franklin  and  Deane,  May  25,  1777. 

(Soo  Franklin  and  Deane  to  Committee,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin  and  Deane,  May  26,  1777. 

(Sco  Franklin  and  Deane  to  Committee,  same  date.) 
From  A.  Jyce,  June  11,  1777. 

(Sco  A.  Lee  to  Commitlce,  same  date.) 
To  Commiaaionera,    Progress  of  campaign  and  its  hopefulness ;  barbarity  of  euomy, 

June  13,  1777. 
From  Dumaa,  Jwuo  14, 1777. 

(Soo  Dumaa  to  Committee,  aame  date.) 
To  ComtAiaaioiicra.     Predatory  excursions  of  enemy;    his  movements  in  Jersey, 

Juno  18,  1777. 
To  aame,    Rotrcat  of  enemy  to  Amboy;  importance  of  friendship  with  Dutch, 

June  26,  1777. 
To  same.    British  evacuation  of  New  Jersey ;  commissions  sent  to  Izard  and  L^e, 

July  2,  1777. 
From  A.  Lcc,  July  29, 1777. 

(Soo  yf.  Lee  to  Committee,  Bame  date). 
To  Commiaaioncra.    Loss  of  Ticonderoga;  British  naval  movements  on  DeiawarOi 

Aug.  7,  1777. 
From  Dumaa,  Aug.  22, 1777. 

(Sue  Dumaa  to  Committee, smwo  date.) 
From  Deane,  Sept.  3, 1777. 

(Soo  Deane  to  Commitlce, smno  date.) 
From  Commiaaionera,  Sept.  8, 1777. 

(Sco  PYanklin,  Deanc^  and  Lee  to  Committee,  samo  date.) 
From  A.  Lee,  Sept.  9, 1777. 

(Sou  J.  Lee  to  Commillvet  samo  date.) 
From  Deane,  Sept.  10, 1777. 

(Sco  Deane  to  Commitlce,  hmixo  date.) 
From  Izard,  Oct.  0, 1777. 
(See  Izard  to  Commillee, Hivmo  date.) 


^mdil^''iiriiit^ 


(fimd.lmH  etmmU1m.mm»*Ut.y 
1h OMMriMlftun.     PngfMSoroMBptign^  CtelMMi4Biii|07ii»t  bTwrnUa  »a- 
^Hom;  lMMto«r  BnmdrrtM  Mril  Britiali  Ofwnpwlto^  mt  FtlUdelphlfti  Impot- 
tUMomwrfaaaBlHiMj  weakinHvf  AmerloMlftval&iDM;  nMdoffor- 
«^  BHlUna  *ld,  Oel. «,  177r. 
IbwMi    DiaealtjlBpladgiiiglwidHMavritrfcw  fiinign  Iphu;  pnnl■Mln• 
Mpti«"lrf•'Iriihsobl•■M"to«qluInak;  laMMtoD  1mm  will  IM  lUUi- 
Aill7patd,OBt.  1^1777. 
FtaM  I>MM»,  Oot.  H,  1177. 

(Bm  1>MM«  taOMMUtlM,MnM  date.) 
T*  OtmmlnlaMn.    Tletorr  tfOftlM  sw  Boigojiie  OoC  7;  obJeoUoD  to  Britiali 
"  g9tim  bttag  ptrtwtod  hy  Fwiwih  boUoaia;  ngrataat  uot  bring  able  to  Unit 
vrnplafMaBi  Air  ««rtolit  VnuA  oOMn,  CM-H  1^^- 
IbMMC    BwrgoriMnsiarnndw;  tepniM  of  BritithatRod  Bank;  iaiportHee  of 

wfcaowltdgwwQt  rf  Aterlwa  IndajpendeiioB  In.  Biuropo,  Oot.  31, 1177. 
Tto  MMH.    AnwHiBtftiig  bftU  on  Umbi  dmwB  bj  Umir;  LMureiw,  PnM»ni  of  Con- 

gtuli,  Hot.  B;  1777. 
ftaiMi  X  ^,  Not.  tl,  1777, 
(Sm  ^.  £w  to  OnhhWh,  MMM  date.) 

(Siu?  /'Vniil'lJN  to  /trina  niiil  /.rtr  lu  ('ummiftra,  Hninu  dnti!.) 
To  Mnir.     li|fl)cnlty  in  nrraiigiuK  foi'  IViroigu  oDIaora,  uml   purticiitiLrty  fur  Cciii- 
drny;  his  illiiutisrnotiun ;    reliini  toFrauooof  olT)ll«rll\vIlu^vorauut  coiiUiiitcd 
irltli  tbdrpoaitioii;  Coiigrew  linn  ilotin  for  thnni  nil  iu  il«  jiowor,  Dec.  1, 177T. 
To  fame.     Progross  of  cnnipiiign ;  liattio  of  (inrmniituwti ;  Wniliingtmi'i  army  nt 
Valley  Forgo;  olTorto  mnile  to  rnioB  inonoy ;  iincoiuiity  of  forclgii  louii;  ililll- 
cnlly  in  funvording  American  produce;  liopcs  of  aid  from  Pniwlii ;  nilvnu- 
la^'.-8  of  iiilorcoptliig  Uritinli  Cbinoeo  llout,  niul  nf  I'ltiUiug  uii  Alriniiu  cuoal.  ; 
appravM  plan  for  bnQding  fKgato  and  purobaalug  oauooii,  Deo.  2,  17T7. 
from  A.  £m  (two  lettera),  Deo.  6,  1777. 
(Sen  A.  LmU>  C«mmUlM,  aame  dato.) 
Fram  Duauu,  Deo.  IG,  1777. 

(See  Duwtat  to  C'lratiitlllM,  tame  dato.) 
Prom  jMord,  Deo.  18,  1777. 

(SeeAord  to  Tliomton,aame  date.) 
Prom  CommiMiimuri,  Doc.  18,  1777. 

(See  Commiul«»eri  to  Commitlte,  saoiedale.) 
From  Adami,  Deo.  34,  1777. 

(See  Jdawu  to  ComMitlee,  ume  date.) 
From  A.  Lm,  Jan.  &,  1779. 

(See  A.  LtB  to  Cmnntllfra,  uune  dato,> 
From  A.  Lm,  Jmu.  15,  1778. 

(See  A.  Lm  to  CaiiiH{ll««,  aanie  dato.) 
To  C^mmiaiianer*.     Disappointment  at  lose  of  dinpatcbci  scut  by  CaptoinFolger; 

inquirinfc  into  Folger'a  obaracter,  Jan.  lij,  1778, 
Totame.     liaigoyno's  army  at  Boston;  Howe  at  Ptiiludultiliia,  Jan.  iil,  1778, 
Prom  A.  Ltt,  Fob.  10, 1778. 

(See  A.  Leelo  Comnillee,  same  date.) 
From  A.  Lee,  Feb.  15,  177B. 

(See  A  Utlo  Contmilltr,  aamo  date.) 
From  CMiiiiiMi«]ier«,  Feb.  IG,  177B. 

(See  AoniliH,  Deaw,  and  Lt»  to  Comtttillae,  eamo  date.) 
From  MMB,  Feb.  28,  1778. 
(See  FhakHn,  Dcant,  and  Lte  to  Cotnmiiitt,  same  dsto.) 
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CoNaRESS  (prior  to  Aug.  1781)  took  entire  ooutrol  of  foreign  affalTB  by  reaolatlon  or 
tUrougU  coniuiitteos.    IntroductioUi  $  103. 
Inufficiency  of  luanngenient  of  foreign  affairs.    Ilfid,^  $$  104^. 
Cabals  in.     Ihid,,  H  11,209. 
Parties  iu.     Ibid,,  i^2ff. 

Opposition  iu,  to  oxeciitivo  government.    Ibid,,  i  209. 
Eucroacbincntfl  of.    Ibid,,  $  4. 

Last  petition  of,  to  tbe  Britisb  King.    Franklin  to  Priestley,  July  7, 1775. 
Directs  the  Committee  of  Corresx)ondeuco  to  engage  engineers  in  the  senrice  of 

the  Colonies.    Secret  Journals  of  Congress,  Deo.  2, 1775. 
Authorizes  application  for  supplies  to  French  West  India  IslandSi  May  18,  1776. 
Prepares  form  of  treaties,  July  20,  177G. 
From  JieaumarchaiSf  Sept.  15. 1776. 

(See  Bcaumarchais  to  Cong^'esB^  same  date.) 
Instructions  to  Commissioners  in  Paris,  Oct.  16, 1776. 
From  Deane,  Oct.  17,  1776. 

(See  Dcane  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
General  instructions  to  Commissioners  to  purchase  sliips,  Oct.  22,  1776. 
From  Deane,  Nov.  27,  1776. 

(See  Deane  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Bcaumarchais,  Dec.  1,  1776. 

(See  Beaumarclmxs  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Dec.  8,  1776. 

(See  Franklin  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
Faith  of,  pledged  by  Commissioners  for  supplies,  Jan.  5,  1777. 
Action  of,  as  to  importation  of  arms  and  as  to  loan.  Mon'is  to  Commissioners,  Jan. 

14,  1777. 
From  Franklin,  Jan.  20,  1777. 

(See  Franklin  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin  and  Deane,  Feb.  6,  1777. 

(See  Franklin  and  Dcane  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Bcaumarchais,  Feb.  28, 1777. 

(See  Bcaumarchais  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Deane,  Apr.  8,  1777. 

(See  Deane  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
Policy  of,  in  May,  1777 ;  Committee  to  Commissioners,  May  2,  1777.    See  latrodao- 

tion,  H  104  jr. 
Action  of,  as  to  conmiiHsions  to  foreign  ministers,  July  2,  1777. 
From  jr.  Lee,  Oct.  7,  1777. 

(See  U\  Lcc  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Dec.  2:3,  1777. 

(See  Adams  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  ;r.  Ue,  Jan.  22,  1778. 

(See  W.  Lee  to  Congress,  same  date.)  * 

From  IF,  Lee,  Fob.  7,  1778. 

(See  Jr.  Lee  to  Congress,  sanio  date.) 
From  Franklin  and  Deane,  Feb.  8, 1778. 

(See  Franklin  and  Deane  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Izard,  Fob.  16,  1778. 

(See  Izard  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  ;r.  Lee,  Feb.  28,  1778. 

(See  jy.  Lee  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  A,  Lee,  Mar.  19,  1778. 

(See  A,  Lee  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
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'    CuNtiKKIM — Coil  till  UOll. 

tSnu,  If.  Lte.  Mar.  23,  1778. 
(S«n  T.  Lev  to  CoKgreu,  onma  tlute.} 
Twm  ytrgMM*.  Miir.  M5,  177H. 
(See  ferfttnaa  tii  CoHijra*,  xniiio  <l.it«.} 
rnmtbt,  Kipg  0/  liana,  (Iwu  lellvva),  Uav.  3d,  iTTS. 
(Bco  Kfu;  d/  fVitRds  Ui  CungrBH,  anmo  ilikl.n.) 
tnia  l^anklln,  Mur.  HI,  17T?4. 
(goo  froHlUin  U>  CoMgran,  giuuo  datg.) 
Diflleulty  lu  oblaiuiOK  iiifuruialiuii.     £ovrlI  tn  Comaiinihiirrg,  Ai<r,  30,  1T7S. 

iutmoltoiM  o/,  to  CpmHiMJansra,  Hay  1,  1779> 
Ptuin  CommiMMonerr,  Hny  19, 1778. 

(8eQ  n-ONilin,  £m,  muI  vfdaNM  to  Congrtn,  nutiio  dulx. ) 
Frau  Cnrmloktul,  June  17, 177H, 

(Be«  Carmiehaal  to  CoHjrr«H,  winio  cli»te, } 
Amu  iMrd,  June  SB,  1778. 

(See  /tard  to  Cmgrm,  BAino  dato.) 
Froni  b'Bttaiafi,  Jiily  B,  177». 
.  (8uo  lfB»taiiig  Ui  (.'oni/inM,  uniiio  ilato.) 
Pnrni  /Mmb,  July  Irt,  I77H. 

(8m  Ueane  to  Cowgrm,  aaoiu  date.) 
From  Gn-ard  (two  tulUira),  Jtity  14,  177B.    ■ 

(flee  Gerard  to  Congrtii,  aniiic  itnto.) 
?nm  CammtMiMtri,  July  30, 177B. 

(Soo  l^ankUii  el  al.  tn  tkninirm,  snino  ilulo.} 
Rmn  ('■»mmi»*U/iirr$,  July  3J,  1778. 

(8m  iVaHjElJH  aud  Jdairif  to  C'onjrrcM,  eAtii«  tUl«>} 
ftom  JianJ,  July  25,  1776. 

(8co  /Mill  to  Conyrrw,  Biiinii  dtite.) 
from  Ailami,  July  27,  I77H. 

(8m  AdamM  to  Con^tw,  sniiiD  (lute.) 
Fhoin  Dtwu,  July  28,  177g. 

(See  DeaM  to  Congmi,  same  date.) 
From  CMKMiMionera,  July  2»,  1778. 

(See  A-aailin  «l  ol.  to  Con^rett,  Bnmo  dale.) 
From  .Jitamj,  AoE'  ^>  l??'*- 

(Bee  ^(Iam«  to  Ctm^reH, BBm»  data.) 
From  Adamt,  Sept.  7,  I77a 

(See  Adam*  to  Cougrtu,  utuie  date.) 
E^m  Dtane,  Sept.  6, 177H. 

(See  /JeoM  to  Ca»9i'cw, aamo  date.) 
From  J}eane,S»pt.  11. 17TB. 

(See  Deant  to  Congre»i,  satuo  date.) 
^om  yldniM,  Sept.  11, 17TB. 

(Soo  Adamt  to  Con^rrai,  sauie  date. ) 
Frotii  Itard,  Sept.  12, 1778. 

(Bee  /zarrf  to  Congrets,  «aue  dnte. ) 
From  tlie  Cofuitiniorieri,  Sept.  17, 1778. 

f  See  FraiMin  el  al,  to  Congreit,  samo  date. ) 
FroceedingBof, in  Deane'a  coae,  Sept.  16, 16,02,  Oct.  14,  Due. 7,23, 31, 1778;  Jtme  ID, 

Aug.  16, 1779. 
From  .^<2iiHu,  Sept.  20, 1778, 

(See  Adamt  to  Congreiie,  same  date.) 
Fhtm  CoMmittionert,  Sept.  123, 1778. 

(Seo  FrmMi»  et  al,  to  Congrem,  same  date.) 
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vosa  REss— Uouti  u  ood. 

Froia  Draiie,  Sept.  22, 1778. 

(Boo  Dwite  tu  Coiu^rrti,  MDii 

BdBte.) 

Action  of,  as  to  disiwusioue  amoDg  inlDb 

Juu.  30,  Mar.  «4,  27,  Apr. 

3,  IB,  20,  : 

From  Dea«»,  Soiit.  34, 177B. 

(Soo  DeoHe  to  Co nffriM, MUii 

8  dato.) 

From  Jrfa*..  Oct,  2, 1778. 

<Boo^Air«*  toCoBflrm  Mme  duto.) 

IiivICea  Di.  Prico  to  a  lliiaucinl  positioo, 

Ftoiu  Ika«f,  Due.  4, 1778. 

(iaoJhaHe  to  Coufrm*. hiuuc 

.date.) 

From  Ofmrd.  Doc.fi,  1778. 

<Soo  (rrrarri  to  CoHgren.Mmo  date.) 

From  .IftdiNt.Doc.'G,  1778. 

f8«  Adami  to  Coiij,rw.,8iui 

le  date.) 

I'rom  Cm^arrf,  Dec.  7, 177a 

<8ooGoraril  («  C'oBjrtM,  Btti 

nodalB.) 

From  JrfflBw,  Dec.  8.   778. 

(Sco  WduiiM  In  roHifiriD.Ham 

Ddato.) 

Frorii/JertnB,Oct.7  1378. 

Soo  Dtane  to  Co hjjjm), Mini 

]  date.) 

Fro...  Dtane  (throe  ktt.irK),Oct.  12, 177& 

(See  OeaHetof.o«j.<-r,8aiuo  date.) 

From  ZJoflne,  Nov,   ,  I77S. 

(6oo  DsiHo  lu  Cougrfu,  fianu 

Qdate.) 

7W, 

(Soo  Franftfiii  <i  <i(.  to  Coiiffrft;  aaiuo  d 

Froi..  Gerard,  Nov.  a,  177B. 

(Sco  (Jerarrf  (o  Cungremi,  saj 

.,0  .lato.) 

l-'roiri  />«nnc,  Nov    19,     T78. 

(Suoi)«an«t.>ro.i<..(«,  Hill. 

odato.) 

Froiu  Gerard,  Nov  120,  1778. 

(Soo  Geraril  {«  Voiigrcst,  h.iii 

10  dato.) 

From  i>Mi.e,  Nr.v   30,  J778. 

(Soo  Umbo  to  eongrct!,  huiii 

0  dato.) 

From  C^rarrf,  Dm   'i,  1T78. 

(8co  Gerard  to  C<mffrM»,  bqii 

no  date.) 

From  Jtlamt,  Doc.  5  1778. 

(Soo  Jdanu  to  Congrtei,  MUlio  >lato.) 

Frvui  Ow«r<(,  Dbo.  4, 1778. 

(8oo  Gerard  to  Congrat,  snii 

no  dato.) 

From  AiH^  o/  Franco,  Duo.  19, 

,1778. 

ScM!  King  nfl-'ntace  to  Conji^,  sauio  i 

From  Gerard,  Doc.  14,  1778. 

Soo  Gerardto  Congrcet,  san 

loiUlo.) 

From  //.  LaarcH),  Doc.  10,  1778. 

(Soo  11.  f^UTeim  to  Co«grtu, 

same  date 

From  Dmhb,  Doc.  21,  1778. 

(Soo  DeaHt  to  Cangrrvi.  »am< 

>date.) 

From  UMMe,  Dec.  ao,  \T1». 

(Soe  i}|ian«  t<>  fVrii.qrc",  HMu 

.'  date.) 

From  CeranI,  .I:io,  4,  177!'. 

(Soo  Gerard  to  Congreu.  aamo  date.) 

i'KELiuiNAuy  i»h&x. 

'C0Tl(Il1lll?ll. 

Knuii  I}ea»e,  Jnii.  4, 1771).  ■ 

(Sm  Deane  to  C«Kgre»i,  aniiio  <lnU'.) 
From  flerard,  Jnn.  5,  I7TD. 

(5m  OtrarH  to  VonijTtiat,  satiio  (tftto.) 
From  Grrard,  Jau.  10,  J77i). 

(Be«  Gerard  to  Confrrr**,  tintuc  iliil>',) 
Action  na  to  L'roiiali  nlliaDuo,  Jau.  U,  1771). 
From  Ottwd,  Jail  14,  1779. 

(Soo  Gerard  to  Congreii,  uama  inlv. ) 
From  Un-ai'd,  Jau.  IB,  1779. 

(S«a  Oerard  to  ConifrftJi,  Hnmo  linlo. ) 
Action  iiM  to  Com aiimio lien  alironil,  Jan.  SO,  1770. 
Froni  l}mHe,  Jnn.  91,  1771). 

(Soo  Hcane  to  Ccagrni,,  aauio  ilaU'.) 
From  OfTorrf,  Fok  3, 1770, 

(Soo  Gerard  to  Congran,  tamo  ilati.'.) 
Front  Gtrard,  Koli,  B,  1771). 

(Soo  (irraril  to  Ctingrvu,  aanio  dulo. ) 
From  GrraH  (two  loltora},  Feb.  11,  I77U. 

(Sua  Gerard  to  CoHgra;  iDina  dnto.) 
.Aclioit  or,  ns  lu  Uarbnry  pUMft^rs,  Fuli.  'Jl,  1771). 

(8eo  Onrftai-^  ^'otpcr*.} 
FrtHD  Dtate,  Fob.  S&i,  1779. 

(Sou  Daane  to  Caitgrag,  Baiiin  dati'.] 
FroccoliugB  of,  nn  to  peaco  ivitli  Itritnhi,  Full.  '£A,  27,  Uiir.  17,  ]■),  ifii,  24,  Hity  t<, 
12,33,  Juno  3,  17,  ID,  84,  Jul;  I,  l-i,  17,  Ui,  'M,VJ,  111,  Aug.  3,  13,  Hojit.  0,  11, 
17,  25,  28,  Oct.  »,  13,  M,  17711. 
Froni  /trfoiN*,  Feb.  27,  1770. 

(See  ^JiTaiii*  to  foHgn-Ji;  saitiu  U.tte.) 
Pram  ,^<l«m«,  Mar.  1, 1770. 

(Sm  Jdemu  U>  Cangrct*,  Banio  ctnte.) 
Prom  Gerard,  Mar.  14,  1771). 

(Bee  Gtrard  to  Congrcu,  samo  ditto.) 
From  2)*»M,  Mar.  Ifi,  1779. 

(3m  Dtanr  to  Congreu,  same  date.) 
From  W.  Lu,  Mar.  lU,  1773. 

(See  W.  Lei  to  Congreti,  sums  date.) 
Proni  Garard,  Uux.  Ifi,  1779. 

(8«e  Gerard  to  Congreti,  same  data.) 
Kroin  O'erard,  Mar.  17,  1779. 

(See  Gerard  to  Congrni,  bubio  date.) 
From  Ihaiie,  Mar.  30,  1770. 

(8ce  Dmns  to  CoNfrftf,  saiuo  date. ) 
KroM  Oerarrf,  Mar.  31,  1779. 

(Soo  Gerard  lo  Cotigreu,  samo  dalu.  j 
Prom  Deawe,  Apr.  S,  1779. 

(See  Deane  to  Coft^cM,  ftamo  date.) 
From  Gerard,  A|.r.  C,  1779. 

(See  Gerard  to  Vo»sre>»,  uinio  date. ) 
From  Pniag,  Apr.  17,  1779. 

(See  J>ea»t  to  Congrtii,  tuima  date.) 
From  Gerard,  Apr.  34,  1779. 
(Bee  Gerard  to  Congrmt,  same  dale.) 
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From  J.  Lee,  Apt.  26,  1770. 

<Soo^.  /.Mtfl  Vongrcti,  h:lluu  d*te.) 
Prom  Deatie,  Aj>r.  2G,  1779. 

^See  Stave  to  Conijrfxt,  same  dale.) 
From  Dtane,  Apr.  «   1771". 

(Soo  Deaua  to  Coit^rsM,  enine  (lattt.) 
IndHcionoy  of.     Jay  ti>  IVa^kingtoa,  Apt. 
from  iJtanc,  Api-.  30,  17T9. 

(See  Deana  to  Coikju-ih,  sniLic  (lato.) 
from  GcTard,  Maj  3,  1770. 

(Boo  Gerard  to  Congreu,  aame  data. ) 
Equally  divided  as  to  recall  of  Arthur  Li 
From  Oerard,  May  4,  177U. 

(See  Oerard  to  CaiigrMi,  same  data. ) 
(Prom  Oerard.  May  (i,  I77y. 

(See  Gei-ard  to  Cuiuirai,  aanw  limin.) 
from  Oerard  (two  lotlorH),  Miiy  9,  1779. 

(Beu  Gerard  to  Gongrtst,  uniiiu  date.) 
Prom  J)eaM8.  May  Id,  1770. 

(Sco  tJeaHe  to  C'oii^ifjn,  aiiuio  date.) 
From  Gerard.  May  111,  1771). 

(Soo  fiorarrf  to  Cougrai,  saiiio  date.) 
Pioni  Ourarrf,  May  2ii,  177!l. 

(Sea  (^n'ard  to  Coi'greta,  sauie  date.) 
.  From  Deane,  May  82, 177!>. 

(See  Deaue  to  CoHfrew,  same  date.) 
ActioD  of,  OB  to  oaptiiros  on  liigU  seas,  M: 
From  B.  T^urene,  May  15,  1779. 

(Sen  U.  LaarcHi  to  Congren,  Bume  date 
From  Geraril,  May  S4,  1779. 

See  Gerard  tu  Caiigretg,  entile  ilato.) 
From  Otrard,  May  SG,  17711. 

(Soe  (J«r<ir({  to  ('ongrenH,  saioo  date.) 
From  Gerard,  May  1!7   177U. 

(.See  Gerard  to  f'oH;/ri*8,  saiiio  date.) 
From  J.  Lee,  May  111     771). 

(See  A.  Ijee  lo  i.'oH-jrca',  aanya  date.) 
Ptoiii  li'raHfcliH,  Jimo  2,    77!). 

(See  J^'anfcfjn  to  Mar'mr,  i'om>a\lUc,  sam 
Recalls  hard,  Juno  H,  1779. 
Frum  Gerard,  Juuo  21,  1779. 

(See  Gerard  to  Congmt,  «aiiio  date.j 
Froiii.dl.7.jw.  Jiiiieiil    177!). 

(Soe  ^.  Leo  tu  Coiujress,  xitmc  date.) 
From  Oerard  <lwo  lulLerH),  J^ilj  r.,  1779. 

(Sue  Gerard  tu  VoHgran,  «aiiiu  daUl.) 
Prow  Oerord,  July  10,  1770. 

(See  Gerard ^ioGongreM,  eaniednto.) 
From  Oerard  (throe  letters)  JalyBC,  1773 

(See  (Jerai'd  to  Congrat,  itnriio  date.) 
From  Oerard,  Jn]y  US,  1770. 

(See  Gerard  to  (Jongrem,  BUiue  date.) 
From  Gerard,  July  30,  1770. 

(See  Oemrd  to  Congren,  same  date. ) 
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PniocoiliiigsoJ',  M  to  VnuoU  DoiuaUi,  Aag.  %,  1' 
Fimo  Aitanui,  Ang.  3, 1779. 

<t$«e^dai>u  U>  CoagTeit.  saciiC  date.) 
FiDiu  Adanu,  Aug.  4,  IT7!>. 

[HeeAianuio  Coii^rei*,  snciiodftte.) 
ProiiiOwon(<twi>  letters),  Aug.  R,  1779. 

<8e<i  Oarard  tv  l^'unjrrMK,  sntuo  lUto.) 
From  Oeisrd,  Aug.  11,  I77l>.} 

(Sco  Gentrd  lu  Congrt**,  flftiub  date.) 
Fraui  iJra-B,  Aug.  IB,  1779. 

4B«oI>auiig  tDCoi^fr*!,  M^iiiiodktc.) 
Pteavubianonl  toiia  Ajwite.     AwmMk  toX«J 

to  ;'VairUJi>,Ang.90,  1770. 
nom  .J.  Xca,  ^iit.  IE).  1779. 

(Svu  .>l.  /yd  tu  CoHgirm,  mino  dftta>) 
frulu^lt<ll•<^8^]>i.  10,1770. 

(tko  yJiIaiM  tu  (^Njns*'',  •Utiiudfttv.) 
FiDmOsriirJ.SopC.  lEi,  1779. 

(Soo  Gerard  U>  Congrat,  siuno  d»t«.) 
Prom  floorfj,  Sopt,  IS,  17711. 

<Sc«  Oei'iiril  tu  Congrntn,  naino  dftto.) 
From  .Jdaiiu,  Snpt.  '.ill,  177!>.> 

(See  ^(fan*  U>  ('•in^rrjM.snEiin  dat«.) 
from /ro^tfi.,  Out.  *,  mi).. 

(See  iVaniJl't  to  CongreM  (•/Of),  SMiw  dftt«.) 
Frotii  Jifam*.  Oot.  19,  1779. 

(SeeJftanuto  (:'(»<^rio>{Z/Hii(lii;/r(in),  Mnwda 
Fmm  FraHklim.  Oet.  SI,  1779. 

<S«e  FrankliH  Ui  Comndtlfg,  MDie  dato. ) 
Pinm  Adamt,  Oct.  81,  177!). 

(See  .Jifumi  tu  Congre**,  sall)od^ll^) 
Frum  ('<in»fo»oW,  Oct.  ST.,  177». 

(See  C-armicharl  lo  CoHgra*,  name  date.) 
From^omi,  Nov.  4,  1779. 

(Sco  Atliau  tu  ContfiTin, «n\M  date.) 
From  JiJiwn,  Nov  7    TTU. 

(Son  .<(d<imji  to  OoNjtww,  Hiiinu  dftto. ) 
E«!«ptionor//iu<ri[*l)j  Ntiv  17,1779. 
From  Ltucrnc,  Nov.  17,  1779. 

<S«i>  Lutemt  to  Voigrrn,  Bmno  date.) 
From_D«iiir,  Nov.  23,  1779. 

(Sco  Deane  to  Coxi/rca*,  biiIiiu  dato.) 
pEDmifi>'<iir«,Kov  24   177!i. 

t<iaaMiratU*io  Afiiarnii,  niiiiiudiito.) 
From  imn-jie,  Nov.  56, 177U. 

<Sco  Lvmme  to  Covgrest,  annio  duto.) 
Frtnu  imerw,  Doc.  0,  177!), 

{S«u  Liutrne  to  C<nigrt*$,  same  date.) 
From  ^rfamj.,  Deo.         77!) 

(S«e  Jitemi  to  Coni/ii-iii,  Hniiin  duto.) 
Pfoni  Jrfam»,  Dot.  IG,  177!). 

(S«o  Adami  to  t'oNfjrra*.  HniuA  date.) 
From />(anf,  Due.  Id,  I77i). 

(8m)  Dean*  to  Voiigret),  eamo  <iato, ; 
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COKO IIK88— Coiitiuuml. 

i>om  Jas,  Deo.  SO,  1770. 

[Sot  Jag  to  CoiigfEtt,  B.tiue 

date.) 

From  Jag,  Doe.  23,  l77i). 

(See  Jay  to  Coogre$ii,  eniui 

jdato.) 

From  Jnjr,  Dec.  24,    779. 

(Sw  Jotf  lo  Cctiipms,  KSiiirt  dato.) 

Prom  Joy  (two  k'ttors),  Dpc 

I.  2S,  1779. 

(SeeJajtoCoiiffrrj^,  Hiiini 

,  date.) 

FroinJoy,  Deo. 'JG,  177a 

(See  Jag  to  CoH$ri»a,  enini 

>  dat«.) 

From  Comicftaci,  Deo.  S7,  1779. 

(8eo  ComiloHoel  U>  CoHffrfw,  Bftne  Ooto. 

rrom  £ur«-nr,  Jan.  10,  17H0. 

(Sec  Latemn  to  Co«grn»,  earao  date.) 

From  ^dnmi,  Jan.  10, 1780. 

(See  Jdnnx  to  Cougrcii,  «.-) 

iiuodato.) 

From  £iU8rno,  Jan  34,  1780. 

(806  Liuci-HS  to  Congreit,  1 

inmodat«.) 

From  £!««■««,  Jan.aG,  1780 

(Hue  tmnncto  Coiigrct*,  1 

9amo  date.) 

From  Ja,,  Jan.  27,  1780. 

(See  Jay  to  Cuiii/rr-,  «iitn. 

IS  date.) 

CoiiforenccB  witli  J^ti/iuiio,  , 

Fail.  28, 1760. 

From  Liurnw,  Fol..  2,  178(l. 

(See  X.nttrii«  to  Caii{r'''''i',  1 

lAinodale.) 

From  Jrf«»»,  Ffb.  If.,  1780. 

See  Adanu  to  Coiigreim,  s; 

Lojo  date.) 

From  ./lAinM,  Fob.  17,  17H0. 

(Sco  Jifaiju  to  Vongmi,  Ranio  ilnto.) 

From  .Jrfrtm-.,  Fob.  10,  1780. 

aoo  AAami  to  CoN^m,  same  date.) 

Soo  C'arMliA(i(rI  to  Coiigrett,  aamo  date.) 

From  .drfnnrs,  Fob.  20,  1780. 

Heo  AJamn  to  Co«grei$,  sn 

,mo<lato.) 

From  Jay,  Fob.  20,  1780. 

(Seo  Jag  to  Coiigrai  sniiie 

>  date.) 

From  JrfaiM«,  Feb.  ail,  1780, 

Sco  ,<((lams  to  Congmn,  an 

miodato.) 

From  .ddaniT,  Feb.  25,  IS80. 

(Seo  Adams  Co  Congreu,  M 

.mo  date.) 

From  .-Mamn,  Feb.  27   1780. 

(Soo  Adttini  to  Congrut,  bh 

imo  date.) 

From  Jay,  Fob.  39,  1B80. 

(See  Joy  to  Congrrs',  nna\<. 

ulato.) 

From  Adami.  Feb.  SO,  1780. 

800  Jffanu  to  Congreii,  bi 

imodato.) 

From  .Jflaffl*,  MnT  :),    760. 

8eo  Aiami  to  Cohjjvim,  hi 

uuodato.) 

From  Ja'j   two  lotltrs).  Jim 

r.  3,  1780. 

iSeeJag  to  Co»sm.,  snmi 

:>dat6.) 

From  Adam;  Mar.  4,    780. 

(See  Aiam  to  Coigi-e>$,  b.i 

,me  dnto.) 
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llONaSBM— C  oil  ti  D II  cd . 

From  Adama ilvulBiten),  Uar.  8,  1780. 

(See  Adnmt  Ut  C»«frw«,wimo  data.) 
From  I'Vatklin,  Mmr.  4, 1780. 

{&CO  Fi-ankliH  to  OtRjrcM,  swno  dstB.) 
FrouLBzcmfl,  Uu'.  B,J.ibO. 

<8eo  7.iiMr««  io  Cmifiei*, sniiio dftto.) 
From  i«<«(im*,  Mar.  ID,  17g0. 

tdecifrfoBU  to  CoMfirMfiMLmodftfe.) 
tVom^ManiJi,  Mar  13,  ITsO. 

{Sue  JrfcuMi  to  CoHffrat,  sntiio  date.) 
i'Toiii  Jdaairitno  loLt43iii),  Miit.  14, 1780. 

(Son  .MdNii  to  Ctm^ien,  aniuodate.) 
rrom  .UrtnuMnr.  in  US). 

(Sc«  Jilauui  to  CuMiri'OM,  Biiiiie  (lata.) 
From  Jdaai;  Mar.  1U,  1780. 

(S«D  Ji/ont  to  CoHffremi,  «auo  dale.) 
Pmiii  .ffifanu.  Har.  1W,  IT80. 

(8«t) -idami  to  CoMfn-Mt,  samoilato.) 
From  f'HDiiu,  Mar.  fit,  IfSO. 

(See  J)unia>  to  CoHtfran,  i&ma  date.) 
From  Adanu,  Mar,  33, 17S0. 

(Si;e  JrfowJ  to  {JoMi7rfiii,  saiiify  dnto.) 
Pram  AdamM  (twoletten),  Hnr.  U,  1780; 

<Soo  Jdon*  to  Co>rr«n,  Mme  dvlo.) 
From  Jrfu«<,  Hh.  OG,  1780. 

(S«o  Jdauit  to  CoxyrMt,  ume  data.) 
:P»tu  J'laiKt,  Kar.  90, 1780. 

(S«>9  Adamt  to  CtufrtM,  aamo  dato.) 
JPramvt>[anu(t^To1«lU<i's),  Har.  30,  1780. 

(Scu  .-MajMi  to  CoR^ret),  Mine  date.) 
Jtroiu  JJ<im>   two  lelbirs),  April  »,  1780. 

(See  JiIdiH*  to  VongreM,  aamo  dnte.) 
K^roiii  .-WoriM.Ai.r.  4,  ITUO. 

(Sua  J'lunx  to  Congift,  SAUO  date.) 
:r'roni  /(rlipiis,  Apr.  7, 1780. 

(tioo  jjitanw  tv  Cougreti,  Botno  dato.) 
:^-rom  ^da«f,  Apr  S,  1780, 

(Set!  ,/(ililBi4  to  Vonffrini,  Bnii>n  daliO.) 
■r'Koiii  /4./a»»  (tiro  lottors),  Apr.  10,  1780. 

(S«a  .IdaiiM  to  C^N^rn*,  samo  ditto.) 
F^^Tim  JrfoiNS,  Apr   11,    7i^(J, 

<ycu  Adams  tu  ('iiiyt'Cfi,  sntiic  dato.) 
?~*-«miOioi.a»,A|ir  11,    780, 

<^Si!o i>a)ii<u  to  CoHj^rraa,  saiiiedate.) 
'^^-wam  ^<JaM«,  Aiir  14, 1J80. 

^^ouAdaiKi  to  t'onifrw*,  Uklno  dato.) 
^:"-<aui  AtXiaxt,  A|ir   IG,  1780, 

<  Bro  /IddHM  to  Conifteat,  tiiaan  datO.) 
?'»-c»ni--Un™,Aiir.  I7     7*). 

CS™  ,ldam»  U)  Congret',  Mtiio  dnto.) 
^«^«>|]1--Wani»,  Apr,  18,    780, 

CSeo  Adavu  to  Consrot,  nniiio  dnte.) 
*«»>m/J((«iii»,  Ai.r.24,    TSO. 

(8m  JiIaiM  lo  CoN^rcM,  nniiio  diit«,) 
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CoNOHRsa— Coiitlniied. 

From  Adawf,  Apr.  STi,  17U0. 

(Su«  Adamt  to  Congrcu,  sauie  dnto.) 
Prom  Aiami,  Apr.  2li,  J780. 

(Soo  Atlanu  to  Covgraa,  Kama  date.) 
From  AiUtmii,  Apr.  28, 1780. 

(Soe  Adam»  to  Congrai,  iomii  ilute.) 
Ki'oiii  Adnm-i  (two  IctLow).  Apr.  20,  1780. 

(Beo  JdojHJi  to  Cmgren,  •anjo  date.) 
From  Adaiat,  Mny  3,  1780. 

(Soo  Adam*  to  Vongrttt,  sonio  date.) 
Ftoni  .'(dnm*,  Hay  H,  1780. 

(Sno  ^ffaiNf  to  CoNj^rrM,  nnine  d&lo.) 
From  Adawn  (fmivlottcni),  Hay  %,  17B0. 

(Sne  .^rfouiii  to  Congrtn,  (uimo  date.) 
From  Jrinmjt.  Hay  9,  1780. 

(Sub  AAam»  to  Congrm,  ■aioe  date.) 
From  AdamK,  SIny  10,  1T30. 

<So6  Adamt  to  CoirffrMn,  nanio  dato.) 
From  Adama,  May  11,  17cJ0. 

<Suo  Adam»  to  Cangrm,  sauio  date.) 
From  .4^M«,  May  13,  17»I. 

<.8ea  Ada}Hi  to  Congra*,  Sumo  dato.) 
From  Jiliimii,  May  IG,  1780. 

Sao  Aiamt  to  Congrat,  saino  date) 
From  Xhktup,  May  i(i,  17B0. 

(Soo  Luternc  to  Congretr,  saiiio  date.) 
From  Jdami,  May  lO,  1790. 

Soo  .^danw  to  CoHgrem,  fiatiio  data.) 
Prom  Adnn»  {two  Jyttms),  JIny  20,  1780. 

(See  Adanu  to  Coiigros,  Hnitjo  dato.) 
FromjUNWfM,  May  21,  1780. 

(Sen  Dhium  to  CoHgmt,  Bniiio  dato.) 
Proiii  niifllKii,  Way  22,  1780, 

(SnoFraukliH  to  Con^mf,  uamo  dato.) 
From  Adamt,  May  23, 1780. 

(Seo  Adam*  to  Con^rrfi,  eamo  dato. ) 
CoiilcroDco  with  IjiiraM^iotw  to  approochin 
From  AdaiKi.  Hay  SO,  17&0. 

<Seo  Adamn  to  Congrett,  samo  dato.) 
From  Jdff,  Mny  !W,  1780. 

(Seo  Jay  to  Congn".  wiiui'  date.) 
From  Adam,  Mny  y?  1780. 

(Soo  Adamt  1«  t'o'ifiima,  tiamc  itato.) 
Frotii  Jny   twn  ]yt,tL'r«J,  Miiy  ^8,  1780, 

(Sco  Jag  to  €ongrei>t,  niuiiK  dat«.) 
From  Jaj,  Mny  30,  1780. 

(Sco  Jay  to  Congimi,  namo  dato.) 
From  fVaNitliH,  May  31,  1780. 

(Soo  FraiikHu  tn  Co«greni.  «niri"  dato.) 
Prom  Adam*  (two  Icttorn)  Jiino  1, 17H0. 
See  Adam>  to  CoNirreM,  Hniiio  dato,) 
From  /VamHIh,  Jimn  1,  1780. 

(Soo  Franklin  to  Congrttt,  same  date.) 
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CuN  im  KS8 — Con  linueil . 

I'Votii  JdaniM  (two  letters),  June  'i,  1T80. 

(^too  Ailama  lo  Vani/rna,  dauio  Jatii.) 
t'rom  Adamf,  JoiH)4,  1780, 

(8oc  vldaiH*  tn  ('(tHifrcH,  ■nmn  dnlo.) 
Fioni  Jdanw,  Juuti  J,  ITeO, 

(Soo  Adanit  to  Cangrrt;  aniuo  dalu.) 
From  JffdMi,  Juuo  lU,  1T8U. 

(Sco  ^doMi  t(>  CoKffrtu,  saiiio  data). 
Intorvinw  witli  Luzoruu  as  to  coming  catnpfl 
From  Jdamt  (two  lottcra),  Jnuo  13,  1760. 

(Sec  Adam*  to  ConirrcM,  aniiici  ilato.) 
PxiHii  .((loBM  (two  1ell«rB),  Jiiiio  IG,  1780. 

(Scd  JrfoiHJ  to  Cangrmn,  Same  (Into.) 
Froiui:<uei-R«,Jiiu<;  Id,  1780. 

(8eo  ZiusMW  to  Cotip'at,  saino  tlntp.) 
From  ^•TaiM.  Jaw  S8,  17B0. 

(Svo  Jifoiut  to  Congrttt,  Bumu  ilatti.) 
From  Laitrnr,  .Tuuo  28,  I7«). 

(Bro  Ltterite  to  Cotigraia,  fmme  iliitu.) 
From  rfilamf,  Juiio  20,  1780. 

(Sou  Adanu  to  CoHgreu,  inmn  ilat*.} 
Fnnii  .lilauit  (two  lottora),  July  (i,  17a). 

(Sco  .(ififlu  to  CoHgrt*!,  snmn  ilatc.) 
From  Adam*  (two  lettcfB),  July  7,  1790. 

(Sno  <fi(0>i«  to  Cangrat,  sauiv  ilulo.) 
From  Jay,  J11I7  10,  I7B0. 

(81SU  Jag  to  Congren,  auitiit  <1uk<,) 
Frum  JifoiM,  Jul;  U,  17W. 

(Sou  ^dAiM  to  Canj/rca,  tatno  ilnte.) 
From  /lijiiNu  (tlirco  lottorn),  July  IS,  1T80. 

(Sco  Adamt  to  t'oirjfrcH,  unoio  itiitA.) 
From  Uhmiij,  July  15,  1781). 

(8«ii  biinida  to  Conffruhi,  name  llnte.) 
Fmni  Adtcmi  (tno  lottcra),  .Inly  Iff,  17B0. 

{SfxAdanu  tu  ConffTem,  nnuioilAte.) 
Fruiu  .Irfiimi,  Ja1y  33,  1780. 

(Sen  Adam*  to  Votigrcst,  iiftiiic  date.) 
From  ^tUErnt,  July  ^S,  17S0. 

(See  J.IUIT1I8  to  CoNffrn*,  SAtiio  dnl«,) 
Frcm  Dnmiu.  July  22, 1760. 

-(Soo  IJumat  to  ('oirTrru,  Kitiiio  date.) 
Fruia  .liIoDK,  July  a:),  1761), 

{SCD  jlrfami  to  ^-oHrjrsii.tuiitiaiUio.} 
From  Wnwfls,  July  Hr>,  1780. 

(Sco  DntHO*  U>  Conifrai,  Hniuo  dmto.) 
From  Luiirae,  July  ^,  1760. 

(Soo  f.uicrHd  lu  Vungreim,  nftiiic  date.) 
Froiu  AiuCT-iw,  July  20,  ITW). 

[Sco  /.Hccmato  Congrcu,  aawe  date.) 
tutu  Itard,  Aug.  6,  1780. 

(Sen  liard  to  CangTctt,  saiiio  data.) 
From  Fra^klh,.  Auij.  9,  1780. 

(See  /VnittllN  to  (7w^ei>,  saiiio  dato.) 
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COHOHEBS— Continiieil. 

Froiu  FiaHklin,  Aug,  10, 1780. 

(Sco  Ftankl'm  to  Coinjreti,  same  dftlo.) 
IVoiu  Daua,  Aug.  10, 1780. 

(Soa  Daittt  tu  CongycM,  aaiua  dute.) 
I'roni  AUms,  Aiij;.  H,  178(1. 

<Sco  .liloHf  to  CoHffi-cn,  saiiiO  dftte.) 
From  titiiTiiB  (twit  luttcra),  Aug.  ID,  1780. 

{Stse  Laicrne  io  Coiigrcig,  nnuiodkte.) 
From  Adam',,  Aug.  S2, 1560. 

ISeoAdttiiu  tu  C'o)ii7rr«t,«(llilO  date.) 
From  Adami,  Aug.  -aa,  1730. 

(8oo  JrfnirH  to  Congroi,  Riimodate,) 
Krom  ZJann,  Ang.  *i4,  1780. 

(S<!0  Dana  to  CaitgrMi,  SMiiodate.) 
From  ttiierHB,  8i'pt.  1,  1780. 

(Seo  Lnvtrne  to  CtHtprett,  sauie  dnto.) 
Fnim  Atlamt,  Sept.  4,  1780. 

Soo.JiJaiH)  to  CoTffj'ow,  snnio  date.) 
t'nmi  AdttiM,  Srpt.  G,    7-40. 

(Siw  Aditmi  to  Vongras,  same  date.) 
Frojn  jDunuu,  Soj>t.  I'J,    780. 

(Soo  Dnma»  to  Coit^rnM,  snnio  date.) 
Prom  Liaeriie,  Sfllit.  16,  ITSO, 

(Seo  /.luoriie  to  Congraii,  imma  date.) 
From  JAJHtj,  Soiit.  ili,  1790. 

Sou.Jdntiu  to  Congrfit,  Hiituo  date.) 
From  LulrrHi;  Sept.  Ili,  1780. 

Sou  J.mer«v  U>  CoKgrat,  ssmodato.) 
From  Jay,  Sopt.  Hi,  17B0. 

(SooJaji  tu  Coitgreit,  anme  dnt«.) 
Frsiii  Jrfaii'9,  Sept.  10,  1780. 

See  jldaiiH  (o  CoHgrenn,  nnitiO  date) 
From  Dana,  Sopt.  'iO,  1780 

(Soo  Z>ana  to  Cuiiyreis,  unrao  date.) 
From  Jrfniii-,  Sopt.  34,    780. 

(See  ^(iaiiis  to  Cohjitw,  wiiiio  dato.) 
ConroreDcOof  with  FroucliiiiinistorM  tr 
l<'rom  Adamt   Sopt.  12r.,  1780. 

{Soo  Aitatnn  to  CoH^re**,  khiiio  dato. ) 
From  Jrf.Hi<-,S.>pi.lS,  1180. 

(Soo  Jiami  to  Coiiginn,  niiino  data.) 
Action  or,  OS  to  nnnoil  iinulratity,  Oct. 4, 
From  Adatim  (two  liiltora),  Oct.  S,  1780, 

(Suo  ..-lifniHa  t»  Voagra*,  snnie  itate. ) 
'     Frura  Adam*,  Oct.  d,  17H0. 

(Sue  j'lrfdHn  to  Vougrcti,  Miiin  date.) 
From  ./.  Im,  Oct.  7,  1780. 

(Sod  a.  I.fe  In  C'ouffi-M«,  Mimo  date.) 
From  Afarbolt,  Oct.  8,  1780. 

(See  /IfnrboM  to  <',e«gr-:at,  Hniiid  data.) 
From  JifuNit,  Oct.         IIHU. 

(Soo  ^ifdHii  to  CoH^i'cK,  snino  daU.) 
From  .(rfoni*,  Oct.  U,  17S0. 

(Soo  Adanu  tu  Co«Qra%,  Hamo  date,  i 
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CONU  ItESS  —Coil  ti  D  U  Oct . 

rrotiiWrf<iw..,Oet.  W,  1780. 

(8i»"  Adami  to  Confren,  Mme  date.) 

Frum,Wn,4oi..  Get.  27,  1780. 

(8m  Altti-boi,  to  Congrttt,  ■ 

a*me  date.) 

From  /t^iH..  Oot.  27, 1780. 

(Soa  J.Io*»  U>  Coagretf.  aUtav  date.) 

From  JJauu,  Oct 31,  17a). 

(See  JdoM  to  CoHgrm,  m. 

1110  date.) 

From  tujcme,  Nov  1,  1780. 

(SooZif^M'ne  to  Congrtu,  m 

ime  date.) 

FroinJ«y,  Nov.  G,  17B0. 

(8m  Jay  to  CoKgreii,  boiuo 

date.) 

Froi»vl.l.»<>>,  NoY.  16,  1780. 

{Soo  Adanu  to  CciitjrM»,  eai 

mo  date.) 

From  ^rfOBM,  Mov.  T7  I7S0. 

(Sw  .fifniiM  4«  Congrm*,  m. 

mo  dale.) 

From  .irfanw,  Nov.  -25,  1780. 

(See  .-Idanu  to  Cangrcm,  same  date.) 

Froui  /a«,  Nov.  80,  1780. 

(Soo  Ay  to  CoMffrw-.saiiie 

date.) 

From  .frf«w.  Nov  yn.   78u. 

(SM»..4(lanu  1«J  Co«-jren,  am 

uiodato.) 

Fromvf<l4»»,  Dee.  1,1780. 

<Soa  ,4d(iM«  to  Cotigret*,  sa 

me  date.) 

Froin/VaHJbIi-,I>o.c.  »,  1780. 

(Soo  VtankliA  to  CoRprcu,  i 

tftniodate.) 

From  Fr«»Hi.,Do<;.:l,  1780. 

(8«o  /VaoWU  to  Congrai.  i 

miM  date.) 

From  t«  PnjfHe,  Deo.  6,  1760. 

(Sno  /^  Fagetie  to  CoilgTtm 

r,  B»mo  date) 

From  ^1.  Lee,  Dec.  7,  1780. 

(Sou  A.  Lee  to  C'irnifi'i»<,  rhi 

no  dftlo.) 

From  Adavu,  Dws.  H,  HSO. 

{^Ko  AdatM  oVonfirtu,m\ 

iiiD  ilato.) 

Fri)»i  ,Irf«wi»,  Do«.    a,  1780. 

(8i!it.MiijR9  to  £:<>H9i'rii,  Au: 

iriOdnlo.) 

Fmti  i>iuMU,  Dec.  It),  1760. 

(S^u  /»«»MI*  to  Con^Tnt,  tm 

tiio  dale.) 

Prom  /!*.«*,  Doc.  1!    1760. 

Soc .  Iilnnu  to  Cangran,  mh 

modnto.) 

Fran  ,-Jda«i  (tliroo  loltois). 

Dfic.  2r>,  1760 

(Eko.MaMi  to  Cdii^reM, nuEiiodalf!.) 
From  AdaruM.  Duo.  &),  17S0. 

Soo  .rbiuHU  to  Congrai,  snmo  dntc. ) 
From  .ifowj.   two  lotters),  Doc.  28,  1780. 

Smi  /ti/iinn  to  CoMjfriru.Biiiiio  dnto.) 
Fn.m  J.(ni>w   Doo.  ;I0,  1780. 

Sou  .Ulamtto  Congrei"i,  sitinn  date.) 
Frotn^fton.*,  Doc.  ;tl   n*50. 

(Soo  Jilaflu  to  Co«ffTc*t,  Bamo  dnto.) 
From  ^Aini.,  Jan.  1,  1781. 

Sco  Jdnm»  to  Congrw,  sumo  date. ) 
From  Ijxureiu,  Jan.  3,  1781. 
(8eo  LanTtH*  to  Conjrcn,  icimo  ilnto.) 
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Congress— Coiitiniiod. 

From  Adam8f  Jan.  4,  1781. 

(Soe  Adams  t*}  CongresSf  same  date.) 
From  Adamsy  Jan.  5,  1781.  • 

(Sco  AdaiM  to  Congi*t88f  (»anio  date.) 
Proceodings  in ;  orgauization  of.  Foreign  Department  resolved  upon,  Jan.  10, 

1781. 
From  Adanis,  Jan.  14,  1781. 

(Soe  Adavis  to  Congress^  same  date.) 
From  Adams  (Ibrce  letter8)|  Jan.  15,  1781. 

(See  Adams  to  CangreBSj  same  date.) 
From  LuzernCy  Jan.  IG,  1781. 

(See  Luzerne Ui  CongresSy  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  .Jan.  18,  1781. 

(See  Adams  to  CongresSy  same  date.) 
Answer  of,  to  French  minister ;  expect  to  have  adequate  forces  in  field  for  ensuing 

campaign,  Jan.  31,  1780. 
From  AdamSy  Feb.  1,  1781. 

(See  Adams  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
Second  conference  witli  Frencli  minister,  calling,  on  behalf  of  Spain,  on  the 
Uiiiteil  States  to  speak  definitely  CiS  to  their  western  boundaries  and  Florida, 
Feb.  2,  1780. 
From  LaurenSy  Feb.  4,  1781. 

(See  Laurens  to  Congressy  same  date.) 
From  Dumas,  Feb.  5,  1781. 

(See  Dumas  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Laurens,  Feb.  7,  1781. 

(See  Ijaurens  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
Proceedings  in;  organization  of  a  Department  of  Finance;  resolutions  passed 
that  there  should  be  a  Secretary  of  Marine  and  a  Secretary  of  War,  Feb.  7, 
1781. 
From  jr.  Ue,  Feb.  10,  1781. 

(See  W,  Lcc  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
Proceedings  in ;  Robert  Morris  elected  Superintendent  of  Finance,  Feb.  SM),  178U 
From  Dumas,  Feb.  22,  1781. 

(See  Dumas  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Luzerne,  Feb.  25,  1781. 

(See  Luzerne  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Luzerne,  Feb.  28,  1781. 

(See  Luzerne  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Luzerne,  Mar.  2,  1781. 

(See  Luzerne  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Dumas,  Mar.  5,  1781. 

(Soe  Dumas  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
Resolution  of,  acciMling  to  tlio  principles  of  neutrality  dcclare<l  by  Russia,  presented 
by  Adams  to   the  States-Gcnoral    by    Vauguyon   Van  Berckel,   Galiitson, 
Sai)hcrin,  and  Ehrensword.     Adams  to  the  above.  Mar.  8,  1781. 
From  the  King  of  France  (two  letters),  Mar.  10,  1781. 

(Soe  King  of  France  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Laurens,  Mar.  11,  1781. 

(See  Jxiurens  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Mar.  12,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Morris,  Mar.  13,  1781. 

(See  Morris  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
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Con  D  R  Ksa — Con  t  id  uoil . 

Fruin  Adaiiu  (Iwu  lotteca),  June  U,  1780. 

{Son  Adam*  to  Connmn,  namo  ilkto.) 
Prom  Adam;  Jtuio  4,  1780. 

(Soo  Adami  tn  Congrag,  sniite  date.) 
Viom  AdauM,  innno,  I7c0. 

(Soo  J<fan((  to  CotigTCM,  BlktDe  dftto.) 
From  Adam;  Juuo  10, 176U. 

(Spq  Adanu  to  Cotiffratu,  saiuo  <l«to), 
lolerviow  with  JjUEcrnuas  to  coming  UAlj 
From  Adamt  (two  loltrm),  June  19,  1780. 

(Soo  Adanm  to  Congrtn,  Bnnio  cUIp. 
From  .Mdubt    two  lottera),  Jiiim  10,  17(», 

(ScD  Adamt  to  Coagreu,  B.tiiie  date.) 
From  tuin-jiB,  Jmio  Ifl,  ItSO. 

(3«o  /.luerM  to  Congi-em,  wvuio  date.) 
From  Jrfami,  Juno  36,  1780. 

(Svo  JiIatH*  to  Congra;  aaina  date.) 
From  Laicmf,  Jane  S8,  1780. 

(8po  Luxtirne  to  Congrag,  Hnme  date.) 
From  ^(Iau»,  June  20, 1760. 

<Sbo  Jdam*  to  Congreat,  some  dat#.) 
FroiJi  .((iom#  (two  JetterB),  J«ly  G,  1780. 

(IW  Mttmt  to  Congraa,  aiuno  date.) 
From  Jifawf  (two  letters),  July  7,  17B0. 

(Sro  Adami  to  Congrtit,  aanie  date.) 
From  Jujf,  Jolj  10,  1780, 

(Soo  Jag  to  Conyrcit,  saiiio  dale.) 
Fn.u.  JrfufM,  July  H,  17hO. 

(Sro  vt^flu  to  Cangrcii,  BJilito  date.) 
From  ^lAinu  (tbreo  letters),  July  in,  17B0 

(Sen  Adamt  to  Congrcfi,  dohiO  dfttc. ) 
fiuin  /;«wo»,  JaiylG,  1780. 

(Sen  I>Hn)(i(  to  Congrttt,  snme  dntc.) 
From  Ailaau   two  lottera),  .Inly  1!>,  17B0. 

{Sou  Adami  to  rongi'ri*',  (uliiio  dntu. ) 
Froiu  -  W,i»..,  July  39,    780. 

(Seo  vlftoRu  to  Congreti,  8.11UD  ilate.) 
Frocn  LHxeme,  July  22,  17e0. 

(S«o  J.ii£trne  to  Congret;  Haiiio  diito.) 
From /Jhwhu,  July  33,  1780. 

(Soo  i^umnt  to  Coagrcn,  lUllitO  dal«.) 
From  .l<7n««,  Joly  23,   780. 

<deo  jhrant*  to  Cirugrett,  antiio  date.) 
From  Jlnmai,  July  d.''.,  1780. 

(See  Duma*  Ui  C'on^na,  sniuedato.) 
From  Liueme,  July  25, 1780. 

<8cti  Lmeme  to  Coagrest,  snimi  dat«.) 
From  /.u:trHf,  July  26,  IT80. 

(S<M  l.«icnic  to  Coagrcu,  antiio  dnto. ) 
Frou  /sard,  Aug.  6,  1780. 

(8«e  7=anl  to  Con^CM,  Banio  date.) 
Pmui -/■VflHlfiw,  Aug.  9,  1780. 

(Sco  Fraitkli*  to  Coxgrcti,  saiiio  dato.) 
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From  ^anJtliii,  Mn;  14,  1781. 

(8m  FttuMin  to  CongrtM,  mine  dftte.) 
From  Deaiie,  May  15,  ITSI. 

<8oo  Drane  to  ('oitjrrm,  niiiim  date.) 
From  J^itrsna,  Miiy  l!i,  ITHI. 

(Soo  Tjaiifcni  to  Congrt»>,  snnio  tlato.) 
From  Adtimn,  Way  IS,  1781. 

<Soo  Jrtniiia  tn  (Vnngi'MD,  naiiio  date.) 
From  JrfaiM,  May  IC,  17S1. 

(8oo  Adama  l»  CoHgreiit,  snliio  date.) 
From  JfoirJi,  Mn.v  17   1781. 

(Soo  Morri'  to  Congmt,  snnia  dato.) 
From  i/ana,  Hay  W,  ntil. 

(Soo  iJniio  to  Cougr^n,  nnuio  dute.) 
From  Ailami,  Mny  31    l7m. 

(Soo  AdaiM  to  Coiigrctn,  miiiifl  date.) 
From  Ln^n-nn,  Mi»y  22,  1781 

(8(10  Xuirrns  to  Cax^rti*,  oauio  date.) 
From  M<>rri»,  May  2;),  1781. 

(.See  MorrU  to  f 'onarfTi*,  nanio  date.) 
Prom  ^dam*,  Mny  il,  17f!l 

{Soo  JdaiNit  to  Cmigrrf,  Nniiio  date.) 
Prom  iiiwrMe,  iiay  sri,    7HI. 

Soo  Lwierna  to  CongretM,  saino  date.) 
From  Adamn,  Hny  iS,  1761. 

8co  Adami  to  Crnigraa,  miiiuo  date.) 
Prom  iTwernfl.  May  '211,  17SI. 

Seo  Luserne  t«  Voaijrm,  anme  date.) 
Frotii  JiroiHT,  Hay  37,  17HI. 

Bco  ^ddiNt  to  Congrn»,  aanio  dnte.) 
From  Jay,  Hay  29, 1781. 

(Sua  Jiiy  to  i'migrrKx,  naiiiu  date.) 
From  Jrfanu   two  Icltors),  May  31,  1781. 

(See  Adamt  to  Cmignnii,  nniiiU  date.) 
From  ^om»,  Juuo4,  1781, 

(Boo  iloma  to  6'oN0rr«ii,  nnmo  dato.) 
From  A^mt,  Juiio  C,  17S1. 

(Sou  Adami  tn  driiiimi.  samo  date.) 
From  Adamt,  Ji.iio        1781. 

(doaAdama  to  CoRifirfi,  ^iLinudnto.) 
From  Franklin,  Jam  11,  1781. 

(Soo  FritnUiii  to  CaNfrnwi,  aamo  date.) 
Frciii  Adam»,  JiHic  12,  1781 

(8oo  AdaiM  to  CongivM,  sMiia  date.) 
From  Adami,  Juiio  15, 1781 

(Soo  ^rfami  to  f'oiigrf",  h-mih^  dnto, ) 
Commiwioiis  to  Qiodial«  and  to  treat  of 

JiiHo  15.  1781. 
From  SIorni,Ju»o2i,  1781. 

(Soo  Morrii  to  Connrcff,  same  date.) 
From  Adamt  (two  li-tlJTs),  Jiiiio  23,  1781. 

Sou  Adami  to  Congrm,  nnmo  date.) 
Prom  Adamt  (two  ]..ttRr»\  Jiiim  2(!,  1781. 

(Soo  Adcnu  to  Congremi,  name  dnto.) 
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iimiG  Hxss— Conli  n  110(1 . 

Ftnui  .Idamt,  Jniw  87, 1181. 

Sen  Adaau  to  Cotigran,  euuio  dfttA.) 
From  Adamt,  Ju  uu  •Xi,  17H1. 

(Seo  .ifdniM  to  Centra;  onnio  date.) 
From  £u>eni>i,  July  1,  l?Bi. 

(Soo  Liufrite  to  Con/rtu,  mom  date) 
From  .lifduii,  Jnlj  &,  1781. 

('S«P'J'l'IIH>to  CVKgTtt*,  Htmo  (Uto.) 

From  Jftanu  (two  lutltrs),  July  7,  1781. 

(Sob  JtUimt  Ui  Cotijfrcn,  Hunie  dftto.) 
Pnnn  UarbaU,  July  9. 1781. 

(Son  MarboU  to  Comgrttt,  aauio  date.) 
From  MarH;  July  D,  1781. 

(6ce  ifom'i  to  Ccngrm.  Wliuo  (Iftlu.) 
Proai  J>l<tai«,  Jul;  ll),  17SI. 

<8oe  Jrfdmt  to  Cufji-n;  bhiiiu  dale.) 
From  /'mHJ:t<H,  July  11,  1781. 

(See  J'Vontlfn  to  Coittrtu,  huio  dat«.) 
From  Adam",  Jaly  If,  1181. 

(Seu  Ailam*  lu  (-'on^ri:**,  «ikriio  dnto.) 
. From Uarboin,  July  II,  1781. 

(See  Uarboii  Ui  Codiftii'.  sanin  ilate.) 
From  .ifilaM,  July  M,  1781. 

(See  jidamg  to  ConifToi*,  same  date.) 
From  .Jifani,  July  1&,  17S1. 

(Sea ^ilaiMi  1o  CMi^i'r»,Miiio<lnle.) 
From^rfdiHi,  July  17   ITSI. 

(See  Aiavu  to  C'vil^M,  Miue  dftle.) 
l-rom  iMXtma,  JiilySU,  178 

8i:o  Liurric  Ui  {^on^rnu,  iiniiii)  date.) 
FmaAd/imn,  Jiiljia,  I7B1. 

(Sco  JrldHM  l«  Cotigrif,  xniliio  iliito.) 
From  /.ura-w,  July  8(i,  17S1. 

<See  r.uta-He  to  Congren,  umu  date.) 
From  /><iH«,  July  'J8,  1781. 

(8e»  Datia  to  CangrnB,  antao  ditto.) 
*"rom  MorrU,  July  »,  1161. 

(See  Jforrit  to  CDn^rrM.Aaiiicd.ite.) 
from  ^(titiu),  Aug.  3, 1761. 

(Seo  jiilanK  (o  Cdngrui  jamo  dale.} 
Vrom^f/awi   tno  tutlcta),  Aiii!.  C,  17H1. 

(Sco  Aiamt  to  Coagraf,  smiiu  diilo.) 
FrimiJrfnmi,  AuR.  B,  17H1. 

(8e«  /(rfnmi  lo  Congrui,  snmii  ilntc) 
From  Ciirni«lMr,  ^^ii);.  15,  17dl. 

(8ea  Carmidiael  lo  Con/fran,  arMix?  dnto.) 
From  JrfaiB*  {two  i.aicr«),  Ahj-.  1(1,1181. 

(9ee  Jrfautt  lo  Congrem,  samo  dato.) 
Fnm  ./lifam*,  Aug.  18,  11»t. 

(Sac  AdamM  lo  Comgrem,  eninedata.) 
From  /Irlawi  ((wn  l<*lcu),  Aiin,2i!,  1181. 

(See  ^rfanu  to  Vimyrrt',  HitEiiodatO.) 
Prom'D«mi«t,  Ahb,  a;l   1781, 

(See  D»ma»  to  CoMjreM,  same  date.) 
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I'lom  JAviKS'ton,  Aug.  SS,  1781. 

(See  LivingHoii  to  CoKyra»,  huiuo  date.) 
From  J/orri»,  Aug.  28,  1781. 

(Seo  MqtH>  tu  Cdhj^tih,  hhiiid  dato.) 
From  laartnn,  e«].t.  2,  ItSI. 

Sod  Laurent  lo  Conijran,  sitiiiD  dftto.) 
Tiom  XnHi-iMi,  Bcpt.  i1,  tTBl. 

(SeoZnHi'ena  to  CoBffjtaj,  flatiio  dftte.) 
yrom  Xmei-im,  fiupt.  7   1781. 

<Soo  f.HStrna  to   Vongram,  samodate.) 
I'rom  JUorrii,  Sppt.  8,  1781. 

(8(!e  itorrii  to  f'oKjrcid,  mirno  dnto.) 
From  tMWBO,  Sept.  10,  I7fil. 

(Sdd  LtuerHc  l-o  CoHiiros,  n^tiJi'i  date.) 
from  fhiNjttin,  Sept,  If.,  1781. 

<&oo  f>'iiiiit(iii  to  CoN^r«M,  eaue  date.) 
From  ^)(tna,  8«pt.  ll>,  17B1. 

(8oe  Dana  to  Con/irai,  anitio  dat«.) 
From  Xiuerne,  6ept.  Vi,  1761. 

<S<>E  Ltjc  «(!  to  CoHijrnt,  Hume  dal«.) 
From  Jan,  Se|)t.  20,  1781. 

(Sco  Jag  to  Congrtu,  anino  date.) 
From  £ii<iTn«,  Scjit.  31,  1781. 

(goo  I.Htei-Hi  to  Congrcm,  Mitie  date.) 
Pruui  Xioinffihiu,  Sept.  S3,  1781. 

(Soe  Livlngtlon  to  f^irt/i'riK,  aniiiu  llato.) 
Memorial  ot  F.  Jteadon  to,  Hf[i    ^4. 1781. 

(S«e  ijiumu  to  Couyrcut,  enino  ditto.) 
From  ZiKBN-RC  Sept.  24,   7dl 

Spo  Luternt  to  Conijrcin,  aaiue  ilate.) 
Fioni  Jajr,  Oct.  3,  1781. 

(See  Joy  to  Cottgrm,  name  ilato.) 
i'roiu  J)unia».  Oct,  11,  1781. 

(8oe  DuiaiM  U>  CoHgren,  saiiio  tiate.) 
From  llana.Ool.  lb,  1781. 

(See  Dana  lo  Cotigirsn,  Bfiiiie  date.) 
From  Alalia  (tivo  lellcrB),  Oct.  15,  1781. 

Soo  Adamt  til  Cun//i'»9,  eniiio  dnto.) 
From  .f(daiM»,  Oct.  17    1761. 

(See  Adttinf  to  Congreii,  same  date..) 
Fruin  Jag,  Oct.  18,  1781. 

(Sco  Jas  to  Congran,  same  dato.) 
liOttocof  ackiiowlcdgmuiit  of,  to  Kiug  of  Vr 
From  J/orTi«,  Oct.  18,  1781. 

(Soe  Norrii  to  Congrciiii,  naino  date.) 
From  JdniM,  Oct.  l",  1781. 

See  ^Jnnup  to  Coiigrfim,  8.iltio  diito. ) 
Fromtim  King  nf/VnHw,  Oct.  sa,  1781. 

(Swi  ;Ciiij  o/  Fianro  lo  CoiigrtM,  Baiiio  dab 
From  Aitanif,  Oct.  Sft,  1781. 

See  Jilani'  to  Congrctn,  aamo  date.) 
From  £Jrin9([on,  Oct.  «»,  1781. 

(See  Livi*g»ton  to  Cungmi,  samo  date.) 
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CoKOKKse— C  0 II  li  II  nod. 

Ftoui  Jdaiu,  Nov.  1,  1781. 

^S«e  Adamt  Ui  Conifrcti',  fl:iEii()  data.) 
rroiu  Morrit,  Not.!>,  1781. 

(Suo  JforHi  to  Cimifra;  xniiiodate.) 
Ytwin  Franktin,  Nuv  Ti,  ViHV. 

(S<«  FrimkUn  Lo  MoKcan,  lor  Coiigroaa,  m 
Vroni  Uci»g*toit,  Kov.  ti,  l76t. 

{Soo  Ciniii^t^R  to  Cnngren,  SAine  date. ) 
Iraproridont  koUon  of,  in  dcuwitig  vlthou 

From  Uorri-,  Nov.  3,  17bl. 

(8«i'  .Uui-i-t«  to  Co»grma,  samo  doto.) 
From  Liviogitvn,  Nov.  18,  UBI. 

(Svo /.icinf (ton  lo  fonjins,  wiiiiodale.) 
From  iiniBtfiloi.,  Nov.  'JTi,  tTdl. 

<Sve  LieiHytlon  to  CongreM,  aune  dat«.) 
Ftuni  JfOFTiir,  Nov.  29,  1781. 

{Sco  Iftnrjt  to  rovyrerf,  hiiiiii>  dat«.) 
Coii|;ratulatiouH  of,  to  Kiug  of  Fmuoe,  Nov 
YivmJdaiM,Da<i.i,  17HI. 

<8oi)  ^danu  to  CniiffreM,  wuiio  date.) 
From  Aiana,  Dec.  13,  1781. 

'(SMi./lifaau  to  CoN^roM,  saiiio  dftto.) 
Frotii  Adanu.  Dou.  H,  171^1. 

(6vo  Jifama  to  6'Dn^rfa*,«iiiUDdale.) 
I'roin  Jrfnm»,  Doe.  IH,  l7iil. 

^o  .Jr/ctmiT  t«  ConffrttK,  uMiw  date.) 
from  LaurtHM,  Dec.  SO.  t7gl. 

Soo  /.QHrfnM  to  CongrtM,  e.ilii«  <lat<i.) 
From  Adamn^tv/o  lottorxj,  Doc.  Si.'i,  1T81. 

Si^  jdlami  to  Votigtc^,  ftillilO  (Into.) 
From  Adam;  Uoc.  2U,  IIHI. 

8oe  Jilams  to  Ceugrai,  aaiiio  dat«.) 
f  mni  Ihimas,  Jan.  7,  1782. 

|8«e  humaii  to  Conijrtm,  nnmo  ilnte.) 
Ftum  ^am*.  .tii.li.  11,  netj. 

(6oo  Adami  to  Cuii^rrR),  hhihu  date.) 
Fmni  Duma*,  Jan   15,  t7H!j. 

{Soo  Dumoj  to  (Jnngreift,  HllllU'  diito.) 
From  lfon-i».  .T:iii    If.,    7H2. 

(See  jifoi'ri*  to  ('oi'ifi'ih.  xtiiiie  diito.) 
From  Adamt,  Jiiu.  15,  HK'J. 

(Soo  /liIaBM  to  6'oiii;rM'i.«iLiiiudato.} 
From /(4am>,  Jbii   \G,    im. 

(See  Adamt  to  Con^rcM,  hiiiiio  dnto.) 
From  Liviitgttoti,  Jan.  18,  1782. 

(Soe  iioiiisgfoii  to  Coni/ri-n',  Bhiiip  dalo.) 
From  £>ii'l'isr*loN,  Jao.  'JO,   7n2. 

(i^uu  X  J  nil  J*  ton  to  ConiTrfM,  sumo  dulo.) 
From  iH-'crnf,  Jan.  28, 17&i. 

(Sco  Lucerne  to  t'oMjMM,  Bniiio  date.) 
From  lAtiitigtlon,  Jan. '2U,  1782. 
(Soe  lAuingtloH  to  Congrtta,  samo  dat«,) 
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From  Dumas,  Jan.  30, 1782. 

(Seo  Dumas  to  Congress^  satue  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Feb.  5, 1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Jay,  Fob.  6, 1782. 

(See  Jay  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
Rosolntions  of,  as  to  need  of  French  loan,  F< 
From  Morris,  Feb.  11, 1782. 

(See  Moiris  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Morris,  Feb.  18, 1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  Feb.  21, 1782. 

(Boo  Livingston  to  Coii^rcM,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  Feb.  23, 1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  Feb.  2G,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Luzerne,  Mar.  8, 1782. 

(See  Luzerne  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Morris,  Mar.  9,  1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Deane,  Mar.  17,  1782. 

(See  Deane  to  Congrets,  same  date.) 
From  Ifoirto,  May  4, 1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
In  roply  to  morohants  of  Philadelphia,  May 
From  Livingston,  May  8,  1782. 

(See  lAvingsion  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Morris,  May  8,  1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  May  9,  1782. 

(Seo  Liriitf/fftoit  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  JirorH«,  May  10,  1782. 

(See  Morris  Xjo  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston  (two  letters).  May  13,  1782 

(See  Livingston  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston  (two  letters).  May  15, 1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Morris,  May  17,  1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Xivtnj^stoH,  May  21,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  J/orriif,  May  23,  1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  iLforrw,  May  27, 1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Congress,  same  date. ) 
From  Laarens,  Moy  30,  1782. 

(Seo /^?(r0»a  to  C'on<7rr99,  same  date.) 
Resolves  an  to  fidelity  to  French  alliance,  N. 
From  Mori-is,  May  31, 1782. 

(Seo  Morris  to  Congress,  same  date. ) 
From  Livingston,  Juno  5,  1782. 

(See  X<t7tn^«<ora  to  Congress,  same  date. ) 
Congratulates  King  of  France  on  Dauphin's 
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Proceedings  in ;  reeolntioiis  that  it  will  not  be  necessary  for  Morris  to  dissolye  his 
coinuiercial  oonnectious  to  accept  the  Snperintondouoy  of  Finance,  and  that  ho 
Jiave  the  appointment  and  removal  of  clerks.    Given  as  note  to  MorrU^  letter 
to  Cangrcn,  Mar.  13, 1781. 
From  Adam»^  Mar.  18,  1781. 

(See  Adam9  to  Congresi,  same  date.) 
From  Adanut  Mar.  19, 1781. 

(See  AdAm4  to  Congresi,  same  date. ) 
From  LaurenBf  Mar.  20,  1781. 

(See  Lawrems  to  CongreaB,  same  date. ) 
From  Jay,  Mar.  22,  1781. 

(See  Jag  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Dumas,  Mar.  22, 1781. 

(See  Dumas  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Dana,  Mar.  24,  1781. 

(See  Dana  to  Congress,  same  date. ) 
From  Luzerne,  Mar.  24, 1781. 

(See  Luzerne  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Dana,  Mar.  28,  1781. 

(See  Dana  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Adams  (two  letters).  Mar.  29,  1781. 

(See  Adams  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Dana,  Mar.  31,  1781. 

(See  Dana  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Dana,  Apr.  2,  1781. 

(See  Dana  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Dana,  Apr.  4, 1781. 

(See  Dana  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Apr.  6,  1781. 

(Soe  Adams  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Laurens,  Apr.  9,  1781. 

(Soe  /^urtfnt  to  Congress,  same  date. ) 
Proceedings  in;  giving  Morris    power    of   appoiiitniont,    susponsion,    and    re- 
moval over  persons  employed  in  the  Department  of  Finance,  Apr.  21,  27, 
1781. 
From  Jones,  Apr.  22,  1781. 

(See  Jones  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Laurens,  Apr.  24,  1781. 

(Soe  Laurens  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Jay,  Apr.  25,  1781. 

(See  Jay  to  Congress,  eame  date.) 
From  Dumas,  May  1,  1781. 

(See  Dumas  to  Congrens,  same  date. ) 
From  Adams,  May  3,  1781. 

(See  Adams  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  May  7,  1781. 

(See  Adams  to  Congress,  same  date. ) 
From  Luzerne,  May  9,  1781. 

(See  Luzerne  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Daitrt,  May  13,  1781. 

(See  Z>aiia  to  Congress,  samo  dato.) 
From  Jfarm,  May  14,  1781. 

(See  Morris  to  Congress,  samo  dato.) 


PK£LUIUiA£Y  J 


Froin  La  Fayelle,  Fob.  G,  1TH3. 

<Sea  La  tagtlie  to  Congreu,  stune  dkte.) 
Prom  LltUgilvn,  Fob.  18,  1783. 

-(See  LMHgnlim  to  Cvngreu,  same  date.) 
From  l(rf.iff.;oH,  Fob.  20,  1783. 

<Sco  LivtHnilon  to  ConfTtn,  Mune  dato.) 
From  J/orr(»,  Fob.  2(5,  1783. 

(Son  Morrlt  to  C^H^rtM,  stuno  ilato.) 
FtoLu  i/uiTf.,  Mar.  8, 1783. 

{8i>o  Morris  to  Coofrren,  aamo  (lAte.) 
Fru[ij  hhrria,  Har.  10, 1783. 

{See  Morria  to  Conjrut,  same  ilato.) 
From  /.IiiBjilDii,  Mar.  13,  1783. 

(Sod  LlBtHgtlon  to  Congreu,  same  date.) 
From  Morrla,  Mar.  17,  1763. 

fSoe  Jforrli  to  ConirrcM,  Maine  date) 
Fn>in  /JtiNigfoR,  Har.  1^  17B3. 

(Sdo  lAvitigiton  to  C'oNiTK'fi,  same  date.) 
FromJ.lviHgilo«  Mnr.  ^1,  liKI. 

(See  Lid n;« Ion  to  Congrm,  anmudato.) 
■    From  l,M»giio«  Mur  *J8,   7«h;i. 

(8oo  JJrfnglloK  -to  Vongrcai,  siiiiio  date.) 
From  CHy  of  Jlitmbni-g.  Mar,  29, 1783. 

(8uo  CHg  of  Jlaiiibiiri/  to  Vongrai,  aamo  da 
From  Liviiifiitaii   two  lottora],  Ai)i.  10, 1783. 

(Soo  l.ivingaion  io  (7i»i;rc««,  aamedato.) 
From  MorrU,  Ajir.  !■!,  17B;). 

(BeojtfiWTij  to  Congress,  buulo  dato.) 
From  iMngtfon,  Aijr.  21, 1783. 

(Boo  LMngifoH  to  Congnai,  buuio  data.) 
FromJ/ori-i»,  Ajir  U;t,  H^i. 

^Suo  jifonif  to  Congress,  anmo  dato.) 
I'nuii  ilorrii,  May  1,  17a;i. 

<8co  ilorrii  to  Co«gr«»i  Bitiiio  dato.) 
From  J/orr(*,  Jlay  3,  1783. 

{Soo  ilorrit  to  Cuiignvrs,  hjiihi'  dato.) 
From  Uvingilott,  May  D,  Wh;!. 

<Svi)  Ufinjufan  to  Con^rca*,  Hauio  date.) 
From  Laurtn$,  May  13,  1783, 

(Soo  Lanrent  to  Congrea,  Kiiiiiu  dato.) 
Fru4i  Uorrfi,  M^ty  IS,  1783. 

(Sua  Morris  U>  CongrtM,  eaiiio  dato.) 
Froin  LMxaston,  May  31,  1783. 

(Soo  HmngiUtn  to  Congras,  Biuno  dato.) 
From  liel)ig»lon,  Juno  ^,  1783. 

(Suv  ZilclHjriloR  to  CoNgrcaa,  Anlnu  dato.) 
luitincioiioy  of,  ariniii^  fmin  Hmall  atloiitlaii 
ftnoti,  Jiiuo  lO,  1783.     Boo  lutrodiictioi 
Mode  o(  rdct^iviui;  furoipi  iiilDiBtorg  of;  row 
Prou  LieingsloH,  Juno  14,  1783. 

(8oe  Liringilon  to  Congrai,  samo  dato.) 
From  ilorrii,  July  13,  1783. 

{See  Morris  to  Congrcts,  same  da^O 
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From  J/orri.,  July  18,  1783. 

(Sin  Morrii  to  Ceigrm,  anmodata.) 
From  f^  fatettt,  Jul/  30,  1783. 

(Soo  La  Fag»IU  to  CoHjfe»t,  bauIo  date.) 
From  Morn;  Jolj  88, 17S1. 

(Soo  Mmrit  to  Caiigrc<«,  xauie  (Into.) 
From  JfonU,  Jnlj  3J,  1783. 

(S«e  J/orrii  to  Cengren,  same  datu.) 
FroiuMorri),  Aug.  1,  1763.  ^^^^^ 

(Soo  Morrii  to  Control,  snnio  dato.)  ^^^^^^^^| 

FrumfVnHtliB,  Aug.  3I,17S}.  ^^^^^1 

(Soo  Fraaktin  t«  Catigreti,  bsubo  date.)  ^^^^^^^| 

Fran  Aimu,  Sept.  1, 1TB3. 

Rmm  jU»mt,  Sapl  B,  1769. 

(Bm  .^iaM  to  Onvm^  Mins  date.) 
n«n£«Jlt|«N^fl«ptr.l78>.  f 

(BMX«J)«faitoaMr«M,naeiBlKy  v'-    .   <       ' 

Pimm  Mmm  (twv  Mlm),  S^t.  6, 1783. 

(8m  Mmiu  to  ClM#r«i^  muan  «Mt.) 
Tnm  JMtmu,  AwdUto,  Mid  J»f,  Bapk  10, 178X 

(8M./MMM,  AmUU,  MtdAftoGMfPIM.  WMbti.) 

(Sm  .^dwM  to  OMinH,  MBS  date.) 
R»M  J>»rtllp,  Bipt  1^  H88. 

(8—  JfcwdWw  to  Om^m,  mbb  Jrte.)     "' 
tnm  latmm,  6^L  17, 1768. 

(SMZMMTMtoCMfnM^MBMdato.)'-  ""■- 
Ftmn  A«MU(a,  Sapt  97, 1783. 

{B«B  Awdklnl  to  CoUffrm,  B«me  date, 
lutnntloiu  of,  to  the  Piwoe  Ministers  nt  Paris  to  negotiate  eommflrolkt  treatios 
with  foreijtn  powers,  nutkiog  reoiprooity  tlio  basis;  to  settle  olaima  on  Ueu- 
Ukrk;  toinqnirolDtotlioaooouiitsortlioJIUaiiefliiiid  tlio^nffommo  JtJoAarrf; 
to  deolliie  to  enter  into  tlie  armed  neutrality ;  to  oaU  Carmiclioel  to  Paris 
□ulesa  roqaired  at  Hodrid;  do&uitive  treaty  mtllled.  Proossdiiif*,  Oot.  39, 
1733. 
Fcvm  fymklin,  Nov.  1, 1783. 

(See  fVaattfa  to  Coigrm,  sauio  ilate. } 
Prom  Irnatm*,  Sav.  S,  1783. 

(Bee  Lvramo  to  CoHgret*,  same  date.) 
Fhim  Dana,  Dwi.  17, 1783, 

(See  Dana  to  Congret;  same  dato.) 
From  FrankHn,  Doo.  S5, 1783. 

(See  fVaaklla  to  Cohosh,  same  dite.) 
From  n-oailte,  Deo.  SB,  ITSt. 

(See  F^lMin  to  Oongrat,  same  dato) 
From  La  Foftltt,  Deo.  96, 178:1. 


(Sea  La  Fa$ittt  to  Congret;  i 
Fiom  MorrU,  Jon.  13,  1764. 

(See  Morrit  to  Confrfu,  eaioe  dale.) 
Prom  Jforrit,  Jan.  10,  1781. 

(See  UorrU  to  OmgrM*.  unio  date.) 
Prom  MorrU,  Jui.  21,  1784. 

(See  iforrii  to  G»n9r«M,  saioo  date.) 
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From  Mai-rii,  Jan.  24, 1784. 

(8oo  Morris  bo  CoN^rrxl,  eiliiia  dale.) 
From  Lour nc,  Juu.  '10,  lTt<4. 

(Sue  Zutcrnc  to  Ca«gra»,  aamo  date.) 
From  JferiU,  Fob.  «,  1784. 

<Seo  Morrli  to  Conareu,  aaiua  dste.) 
From  ^danu,  Mar.  3,  1784. 

{S^o  jidams  to  Cuiti7i'aia,  saino  dkte.) 
From  Adami,  Mnr.  D,  t;g]. 

fSecAdami  to  Cungre*!,  aaiuodate.) 
From  J/oiTi»,  Mar.  17   I7SI. 

<Sao  Morril  to  {'anrjrraK.  naiLio  d»te.) 
From  LMfTnf,  Apr.  6,  1784. 

<Sco  Liutrne  to  Congreti,  oame  date.) 
From  Ziiw;  n<  Ajir.  9,  I7d4. 

(See  Lttterne  to  Coitgrat,  samo  data.) 
From  Liiarne,  A|ir  IJl,  17m. 

(See  LHmrna  to  CoNf/cMj,  HaiiiO  date.) 
From  iMurea;  Apr  24  178-1. 

(Soo  Laurriii  to  Con^rm,  Bmiiu  dato.) 
From  tHt«r«e.  Apr.  3S,  1784. 

(8oo  Luterne  to  Coiiirrefa,  name  date.) 
From  Laiinnii,  A|ir.  30,  17&1. 

(8l>o  Laurent  to  Coiigfrii,  BAiiiit  data.) 
From  Laiernt,  May  fi,  IJBI. 

(Seo  Xiun-ne  to  Omgrea,  aamo  date.) 
From  Aforriir,  May  6,  1784. 

(Stio  Jfoirii  to  CangreM,  onmo  daUi.) 
From  JiVajitfiH,  M.-iy  1«,  1784. 

(Soe  f^'flNJlfin  to  Consrtmi,  aaiim  date.) 
From  Fta»klii,,  Jiiiio  IC,  17a4. 

(Sod  JVitnll:/in  to  Congr^tt,  aamo  date.) 
Froiii  Adanu,  June  22,  1784 

(Soo  J  da  ml  to  Congrett,  ftoine  date.) 
From  Jag,  July  96,  1784. 

(Soo  Jay  to  Coxgrni,  aatae  date.) 
From  Charla,  King  of  Spain,  Sept.  25,  17. 

<8oo  Charhi,  King  of  SiHtin,  to  Congreti 
From  Morrii,  Sopt.  30,  1784. 

<8vo  Morrif  to  Coagreii,  minis  date.) 
From  J/urrif,  Sopt.  30,  1784 

<Si!o  itorrii  to  CoHgraii,  Hniiii>  date.) 
From  Floi'Idd  m««c<i,  Out.  8,  1784. 

Sue  Florida  tttancn  to  Conjrren,  same  i 
FroDi  Carntlc*ae(,  Oct.  12,  1784. 

9oe  Carmichafit  to  C'oNjrroi,  Bumo  date. 
l^'roin  Morrit,  Nov.  1,  1784. 

{Snu  Aforrii  to  CoHgrcin,  Biimodate.) 

■'CoNSTHUCTIVK"  school  OV  nKVOLUTIOKAR 

merely  "liborative."    Introdjutiou, 
CONBUI.  AT  NaKTRS.      IniiK)rlii,ifn  iif.     Adam 

Consul  at  Lroiiorn.    ApiilitMliuii  for.    Ad 
Consuls  (seo  Commercial  agents)— 

In  ttm  United  Stales.     Ajijiointoieut  of  C 
88,  1778. 
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FtotWoim  fivr  ftppaiDtaent  oC    Cmumkikmen  to  GMfretf,  Jolj  80, 1778. 

AppoinUnent  of,  In  Congnti.    FNMtHm  to  L/oirdy  Fub.  G,  1779. 

FuMtiom  of.    I^rmMin  to  ratyaiiiMi,  Sept.  7, 1780. 

Byllom  M  to,  propooed.    Liuern§  to  OpiifrMt,  Jnl j  80^  1781. 

DattMot    LMmg9tomioB.SmUk,¥^h.2S,17B^ 

Shoold  ordiBAiily  bo  oltisens.    il^«««  to  LIvliipf  ton.  Mar.  S,  1783. 
(Boo  Jay  to  Comfrmw,  Mar.  3, 1780.) 

Proooodlngs  of  Ooograii  aa  to  Freneli,  Ang.  2, 1779. 

Aotion  of  Congran  aa  to  Frenob,  Mar.  10, 1784. 
(Soa  LMgens  to  C^yrrw,  May  6, 1784.) 
CoirrRABAif  D,  qnaittoiiB  aa  to,  arlslDg  in  tbo  BoTolution.    IhUL,  H  100, 108. 
Convoys,  Amerioao— 

DUIonltyia  obtaining.    G^iaaiUlos,  otc,  to  Ctfjajai«tioN«rff,  Feb.  19,  1777. 

Piomlae  at    ComMUihMn  to  CommUiee,  1>eo.  18,  1777. 

COHWAT— 

His  opposition  to  Waabington.    Introdnotion,  1 11. 

Commendation  of.    Deoae  to  CowunUieCf  etc.,  Nov.  89, 1770. 
CoHTNonAM.    (See  Ckaalapibua.) 

Cook,  O^itain.   Clronlar  letter  respecting.    Frtinklin  to  "M  empUdnt,^  etc.,  Mar.  10, 
1779. 


From  FttmkUMj  May  1, 1777. 

(See  JWniHia  to  Cooj^,  same  date.) 
From  FWMJkUa,  Dee.  11, 1777. 

(See  iVaaJkfIa  to  Cocper^  same  date.) 
From  JtaaMia,  Oet.  87, 1779. 

(See  JWmUfa  to  Cooper,  same  date.) 
From  Aiamt,  Feb.  88,  1780. 

(8co  Adamt  to  Cooper,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  March  16, 1780. 

(See  Franklin  to  Cooper,  same  date.) 
From  Fran\lin,  Nov.  7,  1780. 

(Seo  Franklin  to  Cooper,  samo  date.) 
-From  Vernon,  Nov.  27,  1780. 

(Sco  Vernon  to  Cooper,  same  date.) 
From  JFVaiiUin,  Juiro  28,  1782. 

(Seo  Franklin  to  Cooper,  name  date. ) 
:X''n>ni  /^ranit/tif,  Dec.  26,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Cooper,  same  date. ) 
Coa*  XSKT.    (French  eomminsary.)    Authority  given  to.     Congreae,  June  6,  7,  1780. 

-f  lis  (lisapitointmeut  at  failure  of  loyalist  support.    Introduction,  $  22. 
IJeseriion  of  loyalists  by,  at  Yorktown.     Ihid,,  i  24. 

Surrender  of,  with  nearly  seven  thousand  men,  including  soamou,  and  "about 
one  hundred  vessels,  above  fifty  of  them  square-rigged";  weakening  of  op- 
position to  independence.    Livingtton  to  Dana,  Oct.  22,  1781 ;  Livingeton  to 
Clinton,  Oct.  22, 1781. 
Celebration  of  surrender  of  at  Philadelphia.    Morrie  to  Liuieme,  Nov.  3,  1781 

(note), 
franklin's  reflections  on  surrender  of.    Franklin  to  Adame,  Nov.  86, 1781. 
Exchange  of.    Franklin  to  Livingeion,  Juno  29,  1782. 
^iow  far  his  proclamation  as  to  hangiug  prisoners  made  him  an  oatlMTi 

to  La  Fagelte,  July  24,  1782. 
From  Laurene,  Deo.  9,  1782. 
(See  Lanrene  to  Comwallie,  same  date.) 
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From  Franklin,  Hay  14,  1781. 

(Soe  I'lanktin  to  CoKgrtM,  Bnue  dale.) 
l-'roDi  J)ca»e,  Muy  IQ,  1761. 

(Soo  Deaiie  to  i'lmgrrgii,  oiiiiio  date.) 
From  /rfiHrcm,  Miiy  IS,  1T81. 

(Sod  LaHreti»  to  Congrtti,  «ame  <lat«.) 
From  Adam*,  May  1&,  17SI. 

(Soo  Atlanu  to  -('anijrfi*,  nniiio  date.) 
Frutu  Jrioms,  Mny  IB,  ITS  1. 

(Soo  Jdamf  Ui  Connrcm,  imino  date.) 
Froiri  htorrU,  Sloy  17   1781. 

(Soo  itm-rit  to  Cojigmt,  saino  dato.) 
From  itena.  Hay  SO,  I7H1. 

(Soo  Dantt  to  Caugroii,  uniiio  date.) 
From  Jifai-w,  Way  ai,  l7Sl. 

(Sim  /iriiim»  to  ■C'miffrrwi,  drtlllo  <lat«.) 
From  Luza-an,  May  23,  I7HI. 

Soo  /,(ti(Tn<  to  CongrcM,  Bamo  date.) 
Prom  UorHi,  Moy  SKI,  17B1. 

(Soe  JIfai'Hi  to  Cangrrit,  flnti)i>  date.) 
From  ^daiNi,  Mny  -i-l,    781. 

(Soe  Jfianu  to  Congmn,  bUhih  date.) 
From  iMwnB,  May  2.1,  17ril, 

-(Soo  Lvsa'ne  to  Congretn,  eaino  date.) 
From  ^doHts,  May  25,  1781. 

(Sco  Adam  to  Cmi7re>«,  same  dato.) 
Fioni  LHtent,  May  ilfi,  1781. 

<8oo  Laierne  to  Coiuireit,  namo  date.) 
From  J(in."^  May  27,  1781. 

<Sco  Adams  to  Con.iir**,  eanio  date.) 
From  Ja^,  Hay  2!>,  17Sl. 

(See  Jay  to  C'oH3rM«,  Jifiiim  dato.) 
From  Jriani«(lwulcltuvH},  May:)!,  1781, 

(Soo  Adam»  to  CongrttK,  namo  date.) 
From  Slarrii,  Juno  4,  1781. 

(Soo  iforrii  to  Cmigrns,  tmiaa  dato.1 
Prom  Adams,  Juno  5,  1781. 

(Sou  Jdaniito  Cangresf,  siuiiodate.) 
From  Adamt,  Juno  II,  1781. 

Boo  Jiami  to  Congrcm,  eamo  dato. ) 
Prom  J^anl'lin,  Juno  11,  ITHt. 

Boe  l<^nliUn  to  Congrm,  same  dato.) 
Prom  .Jititm*,  Jiji)o  12,  1781. 

Soo  AilaiM  to  Congre",  Httmo  date.) 
Prom  Adamt,  Juiio  IG,  1781. 

(Soo  Jdan*  to  Gotigrext,  /nmn  dnto.) 
Coinniiwions  to  mwliatc  and  to  troat  of 

Juno  15,  1781. 
Prom  Jfari'ii,  Juno  31,  1781. 

Soo  Sforrit  to  Cnn^rrat,  sninc  dato.) 
From  Adam*   two  lol.ton).  Juno  23,  17B1. 

<Squ  ^ifnnia  to  CoKurris,  a.imO  dato.) 
From  ^liinia  (two  haivrn^,  Jtiiio  SG,  1761. 

(800  Adami  to  Congreni,  name  dato.) 
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frum.lilBnii,  JlUI«S7,  1181. 

Sco^ilanw  to  CanifcfM,  naiucdKto.) 
Prom  Adaou,  June  ^J,  ITHl. 

(S«o  Adama  tv  Voatfraf,  «aia<i  dmte.) 
From XuCTBe,  July  1,17H1. 

(&M  LBreme  to  Cmifrm$,  naw  date.) 
i'TOUi.liIaini,  Jill;  5, 1781. 

(Sco  Jdani-t  to  Can>fr(iM,Mllii<illllto.) 
Frain  Adaau  (tn'o  lotlcre),  July  7,  178L 

(8«a ^dama  Ui  C'on^era,  nniue  iUt«.) 
Froni  i/ar&uf«,  July  0.  1791. 

(Son  ilarboU  to  OMtfrcH,  aauis  dftlo.) 
From  Jforrif,  July  B,  n81. 

(Se«  Mott'ii  to  Congrtu.  aaiut  dfttv.) 
From  JdoHU,  July  li>,  TJSl. 

<Sm ..(danw  to  Conffi-ta, Bniui> data.) 
From  rmaiiu.  July  II,  17^1. 

(Svd  i'VanttiH  to  CvafTCM,  MUie  (Ul«.) 
From  J<ta»M,  Joly  l),  1781. 

<3«e  Adam»  iti  Canifrctt,  nuina  date.} 
.  From  Jfarfcoit,  July  II,  1761 

<d«o  Marhoif  to  Coiigrni,,  saiuo  date.) 
From  ^diiM,  July  14,  ITSl. 

(Sod  JdiDif  to  t'oHjTi'CM, «anib dale.) 
From  d^amt,  July  15,  1781. 

(See  Aiamt  lu  C'lfn'ri'm,  mitio  dnte.) 
Fromjfrfaui*,  July  17  I7t>l. 

(S«e  Adaau  to  CQiigmt,  mine  dat«.) 
Fmm  Lonma,  JiilySU,  178], 

(S<?oXMirTM  to  L'cn^rrfii,  811  luu  date.) 
From  Adam;  Jillyid,  t7Hl, 

(Set!  J  (turns  lo  Congrr»t,fit.\i\tn\ixU>.) 
From  /,u:c< xff,  July  ^<,  17»1. 

(ScoXKfci'ni?  to  Cou^rrw,  satno  dato.) 
FrniD  Da»a,  Jnly  28,  1781. 

(Sea  Da»»  Ui  Caiigrcta,aamoda\K.) 
From  Morrit,  July  30,  1781. 

ScoJforrbto  CoH^rrM.Jwnicdato.) 
Fioiii  JJ3™»,  Aug.  3, 1781, 

(6eo  Adan>»  to  Congrett vaxno  diilo.) 
From  Adamt  (two  lollcrs),  Aiic.  (!,  1T8L 

(6m  Adamt  to  Coatfrtti,  SAidd  diilo.) 
From  ^rfami,  Aiifc.  (^,  ITiil. 

(8m  Adami  to  6'utijn'cia,  riihid  ilntc.) 
From  Carmidiiul,  Aug.  15, 1761. 

(Soo  Carmidiael  to  Congrctf,  sfinie  dato.) 
From  .drfniHf  (two  lr>tt«rs),  Aug.  10,  1761. 

(8m  .'IrfuBif  to  ('.'ani/rciii,  Miciiodato.) 
From  Jifana,  Aug.  lt«,  17Hl. 

(8m  Adam*  lo  Cor^cm,  same  dat<>.) 
Fniiu  .(dam  (tn  o  lottera),  Aug.  22,  17S1. 

(Sce.liTnDiito  CongrtM,  ■amodnto.) 
Froiu  Ihimai,  Aug.  23,  1781.) 

(8m  Duma*  to  Congrm,  samo  dato.) 
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rmni  I.WUigiton,  Aug.  25,  1781 

uimoiUto.) 

From  JfDiru,  Aiij}.  2t<,  1761 

(8eo  i/orrii  to  ton^ms,  muu 

(>  date.) 

From  loNm..,  Sojit.  2,  17S1 

(Soo  ianrem  to  Coitgrtif,  *iii 

1.0  date.) 

From  i^aumni,  8ept.  0,  1781 

(Sua  LaHraii  to  Congici»,  sail 

lodate.) 

From  i^M jcriiB,  Sept.  7, 17t)l. 

(Sou  Lutei'ne  to   ConifrriK,  tAi 

me  date.) 

Fruni  Morrit,  Sept.  8,  17al. 

Seo  Jfurri*  to  Consraa,  naiw 

e  date.) 

From  LmerHB,  Seiit.  10,  1781. 

Sw)  Luurne  ^o  Cougran,  nni 

i.u  date.) 

Fioin  FVdHtliM,  6«pt.  iFi,  1781. 

(See  fVnNtJiN  to  Congra;  m 

moUato.) 

From  TMna,  Sept.  15,  1781. 

(Sco  Dana  to  CoiijrMt,  innio 

dato.) 

Ftmu  7,«P.nF,  Sept.  IB,  1781. 

Suo  /.Nwrnc  to  Coiigreu,  wtu 

110  date.) 

From  Joji,  Sept.  20, 17fll. 

(See  .fay  to  Cougrn,,  B.ii)ie  date. ) 

From  iHMerne,  Scjit.  ^1, 1781. 

(Sco  /.Krainf  to  Vougran,  Miiia  date.) 

I. 

(8m  /-fBlit!(»loH  to  Congret;  i 

>a.ii»  date) 

24. 1781. 

(8eo  Lmmtt  to  Cnuj/cw,  mii 

lie  date.) 

From  i«ier«*  Sept.  2^,  1781 

lie  dat«.) 

From  Joff,  Oct.  3,  1781. 

From  ilMuici),  Oct.  11,  1781. 

(See  Diinin.  to  Cotigrem,  satii. 

0  date.) 

From  7Jn»o,  Oct.  15,  1781. 

(Seo  Dana  to  Congn-m,  Bnmo 

ilato.) 

I'tom  ..^((niMf  (two  lullnrs),  Ocl 

..  15,  1781. 

(Sou  Jdawn  to  eowjrot,  miw 

a  date.) 

VromAilaH,,.  Oct.  17    1781. 

Seo  Jdami  to  CoptjrM*,  aarae  date,) 

From  Jag,  Oct.  18,  1781. 

(Sco  Jag  to  Coiigrt'i,  aiiuid  rtato.J 

Loltur  of  ackiiowlcdgitiuiit  of. 

to  Kiug  of  Vt 

From  .^fcim-.,  Oct.  18,  1781. 

(Boo  Morria  to  t'onprroji,  6aiii. 

i:  date.) 

From  JAiflw,  Oct.  IH,  17B1. 

(Sue  ^^niN*  to  Coiigrria,  inriii 

!  dato.) 

Prom  the  Siug  of  Frana,  Oct. 

2a,  1781. 

(8oo  Ki«g  0/  /VoNM  to  Cmgr 

cw,  same  daU 

From  ^rfoMi,  Oct,  i>r.,  1781. 

Seo  Jdam-  lo  f  (.p../!  ,<..  same 

date.) 

(See  Livingtton  to  Oongreif,  a 

amo  date.) 

rUELUtlMAUY   INDEX. 

OOMOKKSS— C  0 II  ti  II  UikI  . 

From  JiJuDtt,  Hot.  1, 17B1. 

(Sue  ^((aiM  Ui  CoN^rcJi,  iciiiio  data.) 
From  J/ofTii,  JNdv  1,   781. 

<S««  UorrUUt  <!/un9rFM,«taiiiodato.) 
I'roiii  Franillit,  Kov  filial. 

(S«a  iVawtlin  to  ilfr^/kcau,  for  CoiigTOSB,aucie date.) 
Frau>Zifii<9«fo<i,  Hot.  6,  1781. 

(Soo  f,iniiij;>ton  to  Cmtgrtm,  snino  daUi.) 
ImpcoTideut  aetiou  of,  in  dmring  without  funds.    /Vtt 

nai. 

Prom  iforrw.  Hot.  0,  17B1. 

SiHi  jVih-H*  to  Congren,  aaiiie  dftto.) 
From /.icixgduii,  Hot.  IB,  ITBl. 

(Svo  Lininjfiton  to  Congrtvn,  nnniC  dat«.J 
From  tiDiii£/»io«,  Nov  2.^  l-Sl 

<S4ia  LiviHijsloa  to  Congrt»»,  Bftme  dttte.) 
From  JfofT<»,  N«t.  HB,  IJ81. 

(Siw  ilmri*  lo  CoMi/rrM,  s&tini  data.) 
Congrat-ulaliona  of,  to  Kiugof  Frauce,  Not.  29,  1781> 
Fivm  JJoM,  Doc.  4,  I7BI. 

Sou  Adana  to  Conaren,  tuuuo  dato.) 
Ftom  ^danu,  Deo.  13,i;ei. 

(8oe  Aitmt  to  CoaifreH,  aaino  dnto.) 
FroDivfrfanu,  Doc.  H   IfBl. 

<S<^»  Adamt  to  CoHtfrnt.  suuio  date.) 
From  Adamt,  Dec.  Ifi,  J7rSl. 

{Soo  AdaiD  to  ConifTaif,  bkiiio  date.) 
FiT>ni  tnurm*,  Uec.  SO.  nSl. 

(Son  fMnrcne  to  Congrtu,  siiiiio  dnli'.) 
From  JrfaniB^itivo  lottoro],  Due.  !^''>,  1781. 

(See.<t(<ajM«  to  iUmgrett,  sutiiodnto.) 
Fruui  fldum*,  Doc.  ^,  tl\i\. 

Sue  jJrfoni  to  OonjrrcM,  siuiin  dato.) 
From  liamai,  Jad.  7   1762 

(8«ei>itii»u  to  Con^ivM,  samodnte.) 
Ftuiii  Adamt,  Jail.  14    l7t!U. 

See  Jdani*  t»  CDn^rrM,  siiifle  date.) 
Frnni  Dtinuu,  Jan.  15,  1TS3. 

(S«oDiiflUU  to  Cujtffritu*,  Biiinodatc.) 
FromJforTM,  Jnti.  1.1,  Xim. 

(See  Jforna  to  C^SN^rrfR,  mine  diilo.) 
From  Adawi,  Juii   1&,  IT^-J. 

(Soo  JrfauM  to  Cmit/rfM,  fljiinu  duto.) 
From  /fdanii,  Jan.    G,  17Ai, 

(8oe  .JdonM  to  Congrfw,  name  dntu.) 
yioin  LiBiHgiloH,  Jan.  18,  1782. 

8o0lMii*g§toit  to  Conffrcii*,  Mnciiuilalu.) 
Vron  LivingttoH,  Jan  'JS,    T>i!3. 

jJoo  LieiHfrtton  to  CoHgrm,  kuiio  ilato. ) 
From  Liuernf,  Jan.  28, 178^. 

<Scn  Lvieme  to  Congrttf,  sniiio  date.) 
From  ;.b>>»^iflan,  Jan.  'HI,  1782. 

(See  XiriMjRlon  tu  Congrtff,  saiiio  date.) 
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From  Dumas,  Jan.  30, 1782. 

(Seo  DumoB  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Fob.  5, 1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Jajf,  Fob.  6, 1782. 

(Soe  Jatf  to  Congress,  sauio  date. ) 
Resolutions  of,  as  to  need  of  French  loan,  F< 
From  Morris,  Fob.  11, 1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Morris,  Feb.  18, 1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  Feb.  21, 1782. 

(So&  Livingston  to  CoYt^rc-««,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  Feb.  23, 1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  £{oin^9(<m,  Feb.  2G,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Luzerne,  Mar.  8, 1782. 

(See  Luzerne  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Morris,  Mar.  9,  1782. 

(Soe  ifoma  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Deane,  Mar.  17,  1782. 

(See  Deane  to  Congrets,  same  date.) 
From  iforrt#,  May  4, 1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Congress,  same  date. ) 
In  reply  to  merchants  of  Philadelphia,  May 
From  Livingston,  May  8,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Morris,  May  8,  1782. 

(Seo  Aform  to  Congress,  saino  date.) 
From  Livingston,  May  9,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Congress,  same  date. ) 
From  ATorn*,  May  10,  1782. 

(See  MoiTis  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston  (two  letters),  May  13,  1782 

(See  Livingston  to  Congress,  same  date. ) 
From  Livingston  (two  letters).  May  15, 1782. 

(Soe  Livingston  to  Congress,  same  dtite.) 
From  JIfofTW,  May  17,  1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Z/it;tn(7«ton,  May  21,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Jform,  May  23, 1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  iforrw.  May  27,  1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Laurens,  May  30,  1782. 

(See  Laurens  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
Resolves  a.s  to  fidelity  to  Frooch  alliance,  M 
From  Morris,  May  31. 1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Congress,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  Juno  5,  1782. 

(See  Ximn(7«<ou  to  Congress,  same  date. ) 
Congratulates  King  of  France  on  Dauphin's 
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From  iloirU,  July  ao,  1782. 

(Bee  Morrii  to  Coayrft,  hhiuo  dftte.) 
Fioui  Uatrlt,  )n\y'M,  ITd2. 

(See  Morrii  to  Congram,  Bninn  i1iit«.) 
Aotlon  of,  iia  tu  Uiilierica  niiil  Huxtutu  liouiiilBries,  Aiir.  30,  IJK. 
From  LiviHgilon,  Aug.  23,  1782. 

{See  Liviiig*loH  tn  Congress,  iaaic  ilatu.) 
Fruiti  tiuer**,  Sept.  I,  I7BS(. 

(8«o  LiatiiK  to  CowjrfM,  8.ime  duto.) 
Frmn  Lanrtat,  Sopt.  0,  1783, 

(8«!0  I^urtn*  U>  Congrai,  «iiii)o  ditlc.) 
From  /,li;iit!)«eoH,  Sept.  0,  178U. 

(Seit  £|piMjriilav  to  Con^v^a,  BAino  ilnto.) 
Froiu  JWon  w,  Sept.  S),  n»i. 

(8e«  ifuTi*  lu  Coxsren,  same  <ULe.) 
Onlara  un  ucoouiit  of  ilrltlsli  Hjiolinliiias  tn  ho  sout  lo  iiiiuistcrB  abroul,  Sopt.  10, 

17da. 
Frara  LMagilOH,  Si'pt.  II,  1782. 

(Suu  LiriHytoK  tu  Cimgrai,  miiiio  iliito.) 
From  LJriitififciM  (tUrco  Ipltots),  Sept.  12,  1761!. 

(See  Utiugtton  tu  L'OHjn'Mf,  siiiiiu  ilntu.) 
AcLJim  or,  iM  tu  u[>iir»printiai)  ot  fiiiicU  ubtniui'il  in  EiiropD,  Sept.  14,  1782. 
Frum  LHtant,  Kopt.  )£l,  I7d2. 

(Son  Ltutrat  tu  (^VHtpi'en,  miiiik  ilatii.) 
Flodgea  liUolltj  t<»  t'raimu ;  ucliuii  of,  lut  lu  Ualii^riun  iiuil  MiHBiHBippI  Viilli.-} ,  O.-t. 

3,  4,  17tU. 
From  Liucrne,  OoL  111,  17lflSi. 

(See  Ltaame  tu  Cmgrttt,  huuiu  il»lu.) 
Fn>iii  J/i>rri«,  Out.  2\,  Vi-'i. 

(Sou  .Vorrii  to  CBUfrsu,  MiDie  date.) 
From  WtuiiitgUm,  Oct.  20,  17tS. 

lfi>M  Wat\i»gtoii  lo  CaNfrou,  Kume  date.) 
Froiu  Lanmt,  OoL  28,  ITdS. 

(Soo  ^HierNs  Lu  dmi/rrM,  saiiiu  dato.) 
From  UntMiiiloH,  Oct.  2^,  1783. 

(Sec  UolH^tfoH  to  Covgrtn,  samo  dnto.) 
From  Lii>i«9*l0i(,  Duo.  2,  ITS!. 

(See  LioiN^Ioii  U>  Congrtn,  aatno  dqto.) 
From  La  FafelU,  Deo.  3,  t7S2. 

(8m  Xa  J'ajeK*  tu  Congrnt,  huuio  dat«.) 
From  X4i>iNfrtio)i,  Dee.  0,  1TB2. 

(Soo  lAnngtlfOii  to  Congrtu,  auuie  date.) 
Prom  Jforrtt,  Dec.  12,  1782. 

(Bee  Monii  Lu  CoHgreu,  same  date.} 
From  Lieingiton,  Doc.  22,  1782. 

(See  UHHgtlon  to  Congreu,  tamo  date.) 
From  Luta-nr,  Deo.  SO,  ITSt. 

(Soo  £ai«rNa  Lo  Cait^Mt,  UMOe  date.) 
From  Linngtton,  Doo.  30,  1782. 

(See  LivingtioH  to  CongrtM,  eame  date.) 
From  iMtenu,  Deo.  31,  17^2.  1 

(See  LuMeme  to  Congrett,  aamo  date.)  *-■' 

Frani  Liutnta,  Jiui.  X4,  1783. 

(See  LMttr»9  lo  Cangrti;  s.iiao  duLo.l 
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From  to  Faj/e(/o,  Fob.D,  1783. 

(Soo  La  FasctiB  to  Congreit,  same  dnle.) 
From  Liviagilou,  Fob.  18,  1783. 

iBeo  LhlHgiton  to  Cottgrtu,  aamo  date.) 
From  Lhingoloa,  Feb.SC,  1783. 

(Sco  LiviHijiion  to  Congren,  aamo  date} 
Ftaia  Alonia,  Kob.SG,  ITftk 

(Sm  Morrit  to  Congrttt,  aamo  dato.) 
From  i/»''ri>,  Mar.  8, 1783. 

(Sue  JUorriJi  to  Cengrtn,  samo  date.) 
From  Jfarru,  Mar.  10, 1TS3. 

ificvi  Murrli  to  Congrett,  aame  date.) 
from  7.k'Jng>'oii,  Mar.  13,  1783. 

(Sco  Liringtloti  to  Congrett,  aamo  date.) 
From  Morrii,  Mat.  17,  1783. 

<Soa  Moirh  to  Congreu,  name  data.) 
From  Llvintgton,  Mar.  18,  1783. 

(Soo  LMngttOM  tu  Vongrni,  same  dato.) 
From  Livingiion  Mar.  ijl,  l7S;l. 

(ScoXlrtirffifonto  Coiigresi,  eiimudato.) 
'    From  XtDlNififDn   Miir.  i!»,  17t<:t. 

(Sod  LlpinjidaH  to  Canada,  anmo  data. ) 
From  Clljr  o/  ITnHibHtvr,  Hur.  20, 1783. 

(8co  Ci'ir  of  Itambiirtj  to  CaN^rcM,  «niuo  da 
From  JAviiigiton   two  lottvn),  Apr.  10,  1183, 

(Boo  LMngttan  to  Cox^ew,  same  dato.) 
VtmaJilorriM,  Apr.  U,  l7a;!. 

(Sco  i/orru  to  Congreu,  Bunia  dnto.) 
From  LivingMloH,  Apr.  SI,  1783. 

(Soo  Liviugalon  to  Coiigrtn,  aamo  dato.) 
From  J/orHa,  Apr.  a:l,  J78:i. 

(Suo  A/orrif  to  Congrosi,  snuiu  ilato.) 
From  Worri.,  Mny  1, 178:1. 

(Sco  Morrii  lo  Congreu,  siviuo  dahi.) 
From  J/oirti,  May  3,  1783. 

(Sea  hlorr^*  tu  Cuu^eu,  mihio  dato.) 
From  /.icJugifuM,  May  0,  178:1. 

<8<Hi  lAelngaloK  to  C'oH^reaa,  saiiio  date.) 
From  Laatmt,  May  i:i,  1783. 

(Sou  Laureni  tu  C'oKgiM«,«iiiini  dato.) 
Frorti  ^orrii,  M:iy  15, 17SI. 

(8uo  Morrit  to  CoHgreti,  eaiiio  dato. ) 
From  UsUigiloH,  May  21, 17B3. 

(_&oa  LivingittonUiCongrus  blimodato.) 
FromXldliiffdan,  JiiiioS,  1783. 

(Soo  Livingttoit  to  CoHgrm,  hdiiik  dato.) 
ItiuniuioiLcy  of,  ariRing  fruiii  itmaU  atlomluti 
ferton,  Juiiu  10,  1783.     Soe  lutrodiictiot 
Mode  ot  rocoiviug  furoij;ii  mlniatots  of;  roai 
From  LivingatoH,  Juno  14,  1733. 

(Sue  Llvingtton  to  Congrtn,  aamo  date.) 
Fromiforrta,  July  13,  1783. 

(See  Morri*  to  Congren,  aamo  di^to.) 


wm 
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Cqsobxm— C  OD  ti  D  iieit . 

Froui  iforrii,  Jnly  18,  ITKt. 

(Sue  Jirorri»  to  Congrat,  biiiiio  ilntu.  > 
FrotD  La  Faifetlti,  Jul;  20,  XTdH. 

(Soo  La  Fagtite  tu  Coitgroi;  ai 
Fwm  Jlforril.  Jqly  38,  J7SI. 

(Soo  iforrii  to  Congrtu,  nam 
From  ifonU,  July  31,  1783. 

(See  J/orri*  to  Cotigren,  aam 
From  iforrii,  Aug.  I,  17SJ, 

(Soo  MorrSi  Ut  CoHgrr>»,  snni 
Ftom  FVnntlin,  Aug.  31,  17H1. 

(Sbo  iiVaiiltJiii  to  Congreti,  saino  [lat«.} 
From  Jdamt,  Sepl.  I,  1783. 

(Seo  Jiliima  to  Cotijireii,  Haiuo  ditto.} 
Kroiii  Jilavtt,  Sept.  5,  1763. 

(Bm  Adam*  to  OAHfTM^  huw  date.) 
FiOM  J4I  Jta|«ai,  Bapk.  T,  1T83. 

(8m  Z«  jRvin*  to  CiMfraM,  MRM  i«to;) 
Ftvoi  JAmm  (tm  Mtan),  Sept.  ^  1783. 

(8m  .^^OM  to  Ctmfrtm,  w^  dsto.) 
Fn«  JMm*.  FrmMi»,  end  Af,  BapL  Vi,  178S. 

(8m  Jimmt,  JhHUU,  aod  Ajr  to  Cteiifniw,  Ml 
Vtow  Jiiiii,  Sift.  U,  118L 


1 


o<lBtu.) 
lO  <lllt«.) 

D  dnto.) 


•,  8^1. 1^  ins, 

(8m  JVMMto  to  CWivraM,  MM  date.)     ' 
Fm«  XrNMTMk  S^  17, 1783.  ^^ 

(Bm  iMmn  toCMyri,  mmb  dato.)    ■ 
From  rrmmUtu,  Bapt  S7, 1783. 

(8««  I^rMMilln  to  ConffTMi,  Muno  dote. 
iMtmotloiu  of,  to  the  Pekoo  Hlniaten  st  Parii  to  negotiate  oorameretkl  teeatiea 
irlth  fbreiKn  powen,  making  reoiprooity  the  bwlH;  to  sottlo  olaims  on  Dou- 
mftrk ;  to  inquire  into  tbo  ocoonntiof  tUo  AlUaHceanA  tho  Bo*  ifomnw  liiekard; 
to  deollne  to  enter  into  the  Brnieil  nentrallty;  to  call  Cannichoel  to  Paris 
nuleag  reqoired  at  Madrid;  doOuitive  treaty  ratiflad.  Prootdingt,  Oct.  S9, 
1733. 
Fnnn  A-aaMto,  Nov.  1,  1783. 

(Bee  fyaitkli*  to  Congrm,  saiuo  dato. ) 
From  iMMtnn,  Nov.  8,  1783. 

(See  LmMtme  to  CangreM,  eauio  date.) 
Fiem  Dana,  Deo.  17, 17«3. 

(Bee  Dmia  to  Coitgrttt,  eaine  dato.) 
Fimn  FraaMiin,  Doe.  35, 1783. 

(See  fVaiKklla  to  Cmtgren,  same  date.) 
From  n-aNtN*,  Doc.  26, 1783. 

(See  PrankUn  to  Omgrtt*,  same  date.) 
Prom  Ca  ^a]|ell«,  Deo.  26, 17S:i. 

(Bee  La  Fbftttt  to  Congra;  same  dato.) 
Fiom  Jforrit,  Jan.  13,  1TB4. 

(See  Morrit  to  Cotigrat,  same  dato.) 
Fnim  Jforrit,  Jan.  10,  1781. 

(Seo  Morri*  to  Ckm^rew,  Bome  date.) 
Proin  Iforrif,  Jan.  21,  17tM. 

(8m  JfMtii  to  GmfrMt,  Mme  dat«.) 
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CoNOUKea— CoutiiiiuHi. 

From  UoiTin,  Jan.  24, 1784. 

(Seo  Morrii  to  Congmii,  Hiiine  dat«.) 
From  Imerne,  Jau.  30,  1781. 

(SoeXRiim   to  CoHi^reM,  Mine  (Ule.) 
rrom  JfoiTl.,  Fob.  3,  17W. 

Seo  Morrii  to  Cosgreu,  Sftme  d*te.) 
From  ^(tama,  Mur   'J,  \7IH. 

(Sbo  Jifnul*  to  Cougrrti,  aaiiio  dal«.) 
Prom^danii,  Mar,  9,  1781 

See  ^ftflnif  to  CoH'jrai,  namii  dftto.) 
From  J/oiTM,  Mar.  17   I7tH. 

(Soo  Jforrig  In  CongTclii,  h.iiuo  dkto.) 
From  Luiernc,  Apr.  fl,  l7lJ't. 

(See  Luterne  to  CoNgreii,  same  d»t«.) 
From  Luieine  A|>i.  9,  1764, 

(See  Lttteme  to  Congrtu,  same  dste.) 
ProiiiXutfrde,  Apr.  SI    1781. 

(See  ttuwne  to  Covgrctg,  Haiiio  dkt«.) 
From  /.anren*,  Apr.  24,  ITB-t 

(3no  Lttureni  to  Congrti',  Aniiio  dale.) 
From  Ltuwnr,  Apr  28,  1781 

Soo  Liiterne  to  CowffreM,  sjimo  date.) 
From  Laurtiii,  Apr.  30,  1764. 

(Sue  Laurent  to  Coi'S'thi.  aikiiiu  date.) 
From  Liucrile,  May  G,  I7B4. 

(Soo  Luterne  to  Vongrai,  aame  date.) 
Pnjiii  Morrill,  May  6,  1784. 

(Soo  UoitI*  to  Congrcit,  saiiio  date.) 
From  J^aRtiin    May  13,  irSM. 

(See  Fraitklia  to  Conirratfi,  same  dale.) 
From  FrankHa,  Juno  IC,  1784. 

(Soo  Fraakfw  to  CoH^rara,  same  dat«.) 
rmin  J<(ani»,  JnuoM,  1784. 

(Soo  Adamt  to  Congren,  samo  date.) 
Prom  J^aff,  Jiilj  25,  1784. 

(8oo  Jng  to  ^DHjirfsir,  luirnu  date.) 
Prom  Cyarlo,  Kingef  Spain,  Sojit.  2R,  17 

^Soo  CAorfrt,  King  of  Spain,  to  Congrat 
From  J/orrit,  Sept.  30, 17B4. 

<Sl-o  ilorrii  to  (^oiijrMi,  Hiiiiio  date.) 
Prom  ilorrif,  Solil,.  SO,    7m4 

(See  Jforrf*  to  Vangrctn,  Rtkrnu  date.) 
From  JVorirfn  ^Innco,  Out.  8,  1734. 

Soo  Florida  lltanta  to  Congrt»t,  eamo  i 
From  Carmlcliael.  Oct.  la,  1784. 

Soo  Carmicharl  to  C'ongresi,  saino  date. 
From  Atorrii,  Not.  1,  1784. 

(Soo  MoTTii  to  Corijrm,  sniiio  dato.) 
"CWNSTitUCTIVK"  SCHOOL  Ol'  ItKVOLUTlOMAR 

merely  "liberative."    lotroductioii, 

CONSUl.  AT  NaKTKS.      Importance  of.     Adam. 

Consul  at  LnaiioRN.    Ajipticiiliou  for.    Ad- 
Consuls  (boo  Cotnmerdal  agenU)— 

In  tUo  Uoitod  States.    ApiwintDieut  of  ( 
28,  177a 
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>ODKanLfl — Conti  niicd . 

ProrluaiiB  for  »i>poiutmcat  of.     CvmmUtlonert  tn  Cengraf,  Jnlj  SO,  1778. 

A|>i>aiatTnont  of,  in  Congrcw.    FiaiililU  to  f,fa»il,  Fub.  (i,  1779. 

FunoUous  of.    It'ankliit  to  Va'gtKKtu,  Sojit.  7,  1781). 

fi:r*l«ni  M  to,  pmpoaed.     Liutrns  U>  Cvnffrat,  July  3i;,  17^1. 

UntiM  of.     £ivirr{r>(Dii  to  /f,  Smilli,  Feb,  UC,  1782. 

Should  ardinarll;  bo  citixotii.     Ailanit  to  LMngnlon,  Miir.  if,  t7H3. 
(Seo  Jay  la  C^pai,  Mar.  3,  Ur^.)  .      • 

Procoaliug*  of  Canj>re«i  an  lo  Frencli,  Aug,  2,  I77!>. 
-     AeUwirfOongf  —  to  Fwnob,  Mm.  IB,  1194.,  ,  ;,  ~ 

(8m  £Mr»«  to  Gm#ivM,  Haj  «,  1784.) 
Co>TuBuR^qnMlt>miH«a,uUiiclnttw  Ba^l^ilmi.    iM,  f  f  lOO^  lOB. 
CiwrwTa,  AuerleMi—  v  -  :  — 

DWwiIIVln  ohUtaHig;    OtoiWMlltM^'Ats!;  W  AMMiwIww^  tVb.  19,  1777. 

PnnUMtrfL    CtoMMlMlM0r*toCbM4(l^pM.l^J7n. 
CnrwAT—  ,"■'  ■  '.■  .' 

HhopptMitlinloWMMiiiiton.    In^MtiaB,41L 

CnDnMndMloB  oC    DtiM  io  Ot^tttit,  ^^Mo^JO,  On.  ' 

CMTiiaKAif.    (8m  CMHtOvkiiM.) 

C0DK,OvMit.   OiiMluMtoriMpeeUns.    AmdUte  to  "«ll «vMiw," eta..  Mm.  10^ 
1778.    ,  ,„.-,, . 


Ooow- 

nm  fVaxWiF.,  May  1,  1777. 

(8«t  iVoflillN  t«  Cooprr,  eotuo  daCo.} 

rnn  fVontHM,  Doc.  11,  1777. 

(8m  Fianklin  to  Coaptr,  snnic 

1  ilntc] 

Fton  ;^antlln,  Oot.  27,  1779. 

(Bm  fVnHtfiR  to  Cooper,  aaiuo 

,  dato.) 

Fmoi  .frf..»i,.  Foil,  as,  1780. 

(8co  Adam*  to  Cooptr,  Mune  date.) 
From  FViraUlM,  Haroh  16,  17B0. 

{8«e  Fra»kU*  to  Cooper,  same  dato.) 
From  Fran  UK  Nov.  7,  1780. 

(Bee  fVaHiHa  to  Cooper,  same  date.) 
From  FwTio).,  Sot.  87,  1780. 

(See  VtntoK  to  Cooper,  samo  date.) 
From  n^Nfclin,  Juun  28,  1782. 

(8eo  Franklin  to  Cooper,  Mine  dato. ) 
From  frantflK,  Deo.  2G,  1782. 

(8m  ^VaatliK  to  Cooper,  Ktmo  d»te.) 
CokNKT.    (Freucb  oommiwarf.)    Autliorit;  gtren  to.     Co*grt>»,  June  5,  7,  17BD. 

C0KKWAU,I8— 

llii  disapiiolDtnieiit  at  failure  of  loyalist  support.     Intioduotiou,  (  32. 

OrMTlion  of  loyalisto  by,  at  Yorktonn.      JHd.,  f  24. 

Surrender  of,  with  nearly  aevou  Iboiisond  men,  liidading  leanien,  and  "abont 

one  huudred  vwsela,  above  Hfty  of  tboru  uquare-rigged  " ;  vcakouing  of  op- 

poalUon  to  tndepeudenee.     IMuigttan  to  Dana,  Oct.  22,  17B1 ;   LMngtlatk  to 

CH>toii,  Oct.  m,  1781. 
CelebntioD  of  aamnder  of  at  Philadelphia.    Morrit  to  L^trnt,  Not.  3,  1781 

(not«). 
Franklin's  refteetloni  on  Borrender  of.    Franklin  to  Adam*,  Not.  S6,  1781. 
Bxehango  of.    FrtnkUn  to  Livingiion,  Juue  20,  1782. 
How  far  bU  proolatnatioD  as  to  hangiug  prisonDrs  made  bint  an  outlaw.     FrafikUn 

iolMFafotU,  July  34,  1783. 
Prom  Laareiu,  Deo.  9,  1782. 
(Bm  Uu^tM  to  Cn-Nwolllt,  same  date.) 
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CORRKSPONDRNCE— 

Committee  chosen  for  carrying  on,  with  friends  in  Eorope.   Seorei  JowrndU  of  Cmi- 

gresa,  Nov.  2!),  1775.    (See  CongreHf  Comimitiw.) 
Diplomatic,  in  Revolution ;  dlfficuity  in  raaintAining.    Introduction,  (  105. 
Failure  to  keep  up,  on  the  part  of  Congress  dangerous  to  American  inteiests  in 

France.     Deane  to  Commiiieet  Oct.  1,  1776. 
Diplomatic,  in  Europe;  intercepted,  ox>ened,  and  suppressed.    Jajf  to  ThotMon, 

Apr.  29,  1781. 
Corruption.    Attempts  at,  hy  British  (Government.    Introduction»  $$  7,  30. 

COUDRAY— 

Notice  of.    Introduction,  $  82. 

Will  embark  Oct.  1 ;  his  demands.    Deane  to  CommiiUef  etc.,  Aug.  18,  1776. 
Rocoiiimoudation  and  services  of.    Deane  to  Commiiteej  etc.,  Nov.  6,  28,  1776. 
Objections  to  his  course  in  delaying  tlie  Amphitrite,    Deane  to  ChmmiUee,  Jan.  20, 

1777. 
Explanations  of.    Franklin  and  Deane  to  Commilteef  Feb.  6, 1777. 
Introduction  of.    Commieeionere  to  Congreee^  Feb.  6,  1777. 
His  memorial  to  Congress  for  relief.     Lovell  to  IVashington,  July  24,  1777. 
Claims  of,  discussed.     Committee  to  Commieeioneref  Deo.  1,  1777. 
Council,  British.    Orders  of,  as  to  seizure  of  Dutch  vessels.    Adame  to  Congreee^  Jan. 
1,  1776. 
Orders  unfriendly  to  the  United  States.    Introduction,  $$  31, 32. 
(See  Pili,) 
Council  ov  Massaciiusktts.    From  Franklin^  June  4,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  Council  of  MassachuacttSf  A.amo  date.) 
CouRTKSY  essential  to  diplomatic  Intercourse.    Introduction,  $  15. 
CouTRULX  to  Jay,    Treatment  of  American  seamen,  July  4,  1780. 

COUTKULX—  , 

From  Morrie,  June  8,  1781. 

(See  Morris  to  Couteulx  </*  Co,,  same  date.) 
From  Moiria,  Aug.  26,  1781. 

(See  Morris  to  Messrs.  Couteulx  <f-  Co,,  same  date.) 
From  Mon-ia,  May  18, 1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Couteulx  cf*  Co,,  same  date.) 
From  Morris,  Sept.  24,  1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Couteulx  <f*  Co,,  same  date.) 
From  Morris,  Sept.  27, 1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Couteulx  <f'  Co,,  same  date.) 
From  Morria,  Jan.  13, 1784. 

(See  Morria  to  Couteulx  cf*  Co,,  same  date.) 
From  Morna,  Feb.  12. 1784. 
(See  Morris  to  Couteulx^'  Co., same  date.) 
Cowpbr's  casr,  Morris  to  Congress,  Jan,  13, 1784. 

Crkdit.     Length  of,  in  business.     Deane  to  Jfeaumarohaia,  Jnly  20, 1776. 
Crkiht  op  Unitrd  Statbs  adroad.     Franklin  to  Congress,  May  31, 1780. 

(See  Loans,  Franklin,) 
Crkdit  op  sevbral  European  nations,  the.     Carmichael  to  ComiMttee,  et«.,  Nov.  2, 

1776 ;  Deane  to  Committee,  etc.,  Doc.  1, 1776. 
Crkvrcceur,  appointed  French  consul  for  Connecticut,  New  York,  and  New  Jonoy. 

Congress,  Mar.  16, 1784. 
Crocco  to  Franklin,  Emperor  of  Morocco  willing  to  conclude  a  treaty  with  United 
States;  orders  given  not  to  attack  ships  of  United  States  on  open  seas; 
Unite<l  States  embassador  to  meet  Crocco  in  Paris  and  go  to  Morocco  to  sign 
treaty ;  custom  of  European  nations  to  pay  expenses  of  embassadoiB  from 
Emperor  of  Morocco ;  July  U5, 1783. 
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Cboooo— Gontiaiiad. 

Tto  JhMUin.    Will  retom  to  Borbiy  imlaw  MMnrertolettgrafJaly  IS  and  $1,600 
to  i«oei¥od;  llMyni  tii»fehls  rekini  withoat  •  tcwty  haYing  baeii  negotiiiled 
will  Ml  Emperar  of  Moroooo  ag«iiut  tlio  United  States,  Nov.  85,1783. 
Ftom  jFWMiito,  Deo.  1&,  1783. 
(See  jPVwiUto  to  CVooee,  eune  date. ) 
Cmmwbll,  impoMlblllty  of,  in  tlie  United  States    Introdaotion,  f  & 
Ckubltt.    Brititoh  in  war. 

(See  Introdnettott,  f  f  »,M :  inia.  titie  JMtala.} 

British  euTi^  at  Madrid.    CSermMoat  to  Cawgre99f  Jnly  17|  1780;  Adamt  to  OSm« 

fTBSf,  July  S3, 1780. 
Oontinaed  stay  of,  at  Madrid.    Csnaiekoel  to  Onuirmn^  Ang.  89,  1780;  Sept  0, 

1780.    ^dssis  to  Oom§rm9^  Ang.  83,  1780;  Dama  to  Adam»t  Sept.  8, 1780. 
Oentiaoea  at  Madrid;    CmnMhaH  to  CSvaisiilfM,  Sept.  85, 1780. 
Spanidi  minister's  aeeonnt  of  mission  of.    Jay  to  CoiryroM,  Nov.  G,  1780. 
GentlnQea  at  Madrid,  spending  mnoli  money.    CwrmiekMl  to  Craisiil/M,  Nor.  8fl^ 

1780;  Jmf  to  CS9nfr0W,  Not.  30, 1780. 
Hto  intrigues  at  Madrid.    G^vtaloftasl  to  14rifiy«loif ,  Dec.  84, 1781. 
Working  to  ii^nn  Ameriea.    CSsnalelast  to  Cosiialf  loi,  Jan.  80, 1781. 
Demands  a  passport.    CarmUikmA  to  ComrniUee^  Folu  88, 1781. 
About  to  leaYO  Spain  for  home.    GsrsiMsfl  to  (kmimulu^  Mar.  11, 1781. 
About  to  leare  Spain.    Jay  to  Ctmfrmtf  Mar.  88, 1781. 
Daugenensly  Hi  at  Bayonne,  hut  hto  influenoe  has  boon  injurious  to  America. 

CtonaieAud  to  JPVtisi^a,  April  80,  1781. 
Hto  Tisii  (now  closed)  to  Madrid  one  of  motnai  deceit.    Ja$  to  CoMgrett,  Apr.  85, 

178L 
The  unique  character  of  hto  miadon  to  Sp^in.    XuMriie  to  C^syrsM,  May  88, 1781. 
Position  in  Spain.    LuMeme  to  C&ngrmi,  Jnno  18, 1781. 
CoimiironAM  (American  captain).    Arrest  of,  for  breach  of  nontrality  at  Dnnkirk. 

CommUHanen  to  ComnUUee,  May  85,  1777  (and  nolo).  May  20,  1777. 
AdvoDtares  of.    Dcane  to  Morris,  Ang.  23, 1777 ;  Franklin  to  Grand,  Oct.  14, 1778.  • 
DifTiciiltios  as  to.     A,  Lee  to  Commiitee,  Nov.  15,  1778. 
Moaaiiros  talcen  for  his  rcloaso.     Franklin  to  Keebii,  Sept.  21),  1779. 
Ilis  iirobable  exchange ;  diflloultics  as  to  wages  and  prize  money.    Franklin  to 

SarHne,  Oct.  19,  1779;  Franklin  to  Le  Drun,  Oct.  25,  1779. 
(Moiidly  references  to.     Franklin  to  Orandt  Oct  14,  Nov.  3,  1778. 
Ilto second  captnro  and  imprisonment  in  England.    Franklin  to  Coffin,  Mar.  23, 1781. 

(See  FrankUn  to  Cunningham,  Fob.  6,  1781.) 
His  release  and  duties  on  hlsretom.    Franklin  to  Cunningham,  June  20, 1781,  Fob. 

6,  1788. 

CURRKKOY,  AMKRIOAN— 

Intention  of  British  mintotry  to  depreciate,  by  distributing  forgeries.    A,  Lee  to 

Golden,  Feb.  14,  1776. 
Depreciation  of,  in  tlie  United  States.    Morris  to  Commissioners,  Dec.  21,  177G. 
Forther  depreciation  of.     Vergennes  to  Adams,  June  21, 1780;  Adams  to  Vergcnncs, 
June  22,  1780;  Franklin  to  Congress,  June  2G,  1780. 
See  also  Vergennes  to  Franklin^  Juno  29,  1780;  Vergennes  to  Adams,  June  29, 
1780 ;  Morris  to  Congress,  Jan.  15,  1882. 
CuBSON.    Arrest  of,  at  Enstatia.    Jjovell  to  Franklin,  May  9,  1781. 
CuRSON  AMD  GOUVBRNXUR.    Inquiries  as  to.     Adams  to  Congress,  Aug.  6,  1781. 
CuRwmr— 

His  position  in  the  civil  war.    Introduction,  $197. 
Hto  Ttows  as  to  British  atrocities.    Ibid.,  $  22. 
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USIIINO  — 

From  Franklin,  Fob.  21,  1778. 
(Sco  Franklin  to  Ciuhingf  same  date.) 

From  Franklin,  May  1,  1777. 
(Soo  Franklin  to  Cuihingf  samo  date.) 
USTINR.    See  Introductiou,  $  78. 

ALRYMPLR,  SiR  J.,  uotico  of.    Franklin  to  Carmichael,  Jan.  7, 1780. 
AMAS.    See  IntrodactioDy  $  78. 
ANA,  Francis— 

Congromional  services.   Introduction,  $  1C8. 

Mission  to  Russia.   Ibid,,  $  1G9. 

His  subsequent  career.   Ibid,,  $  170. 

His  attitude  as  to  Russia.   Ibid,,  $  92. 

His  isolated  and  bumiliatiug  position  at  St.  Petersburg.    Ibid,,  ^  05. 

Secretary  to  Adams,  on  first  proposed  peace  negotiation.  Adam»  to  Cangre99, 
Jan.  IG,  1780. 

To  Adams,  As  to  bis  own  bealtb ;  position  of  Spain,  Sept.  8, 1780. 

To  Congre8$,  Arrival  at  Amsterdam;  coufem  witb  Adams;  thinlcs  tbero  shoald 
be  a  minister  to  Holland,  Sept.  20,  1780. 

To  Jackson,  Giving  accoant  of  tbo  capture  and  use  by  Britain  of  tbo  Lanrons 
papers,  Nov.  11, 1780. 

Instructions  to,  from  Congress,  Dec.  19, 1780. 
(See  Congress  to  Dana,  same  date.) 

To  yidams.  Arrival  at  Paris;  views  of  Dutcb  politics ;  reports  tlie  disloyal  utter- 
ances of  Deane,  Jan.  1,  1781. 

From  Adams,  Jan.  18,  1781. 
(See  Adams  to  Dana,  same  date.) 

From  Adams,  Foli.  8,  1781. 
(See  Adams  to  Dana,  same  date.) 

To  Committee.  Goes  to  Paris;  instrnctions  received;  loan  not  obtained;  rosoln- 
tions  of  Congress  upon  tlie  declaration  of  tbo  Empress  of  Russia  not  received, 
Feb.  IC,  1781. 

From  Adams,  Mar.  12,  1781. 

(See  yidams  to  Dana,  same  date.) 

Declines  examination  of  accounts  of  Franklin  and  Deane.  Franklin  to  Coi^ess, 
Mar.  12,  1781. 

To  Congress,  Conunission  as  minister  to  St.  Petersburg  recoivedand  accepted; 
information  as  to  bis  position  and  salary  aslccd ;  advised  by  Franklin  to  com- 
municates bis  commission  to  Vergennes,  and  obtain  permission  of  Russia  to 
go  to  that  Court;  objection  to  asking  this  permission,  Mar.  24,  1781. 

To  Franklin,  Agrees  to  Ills  objections  to  communicating  bis  mission  to  Court  of 
Russia;  will  pass  through  Holland  and  consult  with  Adams;  good  effect  of 
Maryland's  accession  to  the  Confederation,  Mar.  28,  1781. 

To  Vergennes,  Couimiinicating  bis  appointment  as  minister  to  Russia,  and  asking 
the  influenco  of  France;  will  appear  as  a  private  citizen  until  certain  of  a 
favorable  reception,  Mar.  31, 1781. 

To  Congress,  Has  communicated  to  Vergennes  bis  comniiosion  as  minister  to  Rus- 
sia; departure  delayed  for  answer.  Mar.  31,  1781. 

From  Vergennes,  Apr.  1,  1761. 
(Sco  Vergennes  to  Dana,  same  date.) 

To  Vergennes.    Will  wait  on  him  for  an  interview,  Apr.  2,  1781. 

To  Congress.  Vergennes'  letter;  apprehensive  that  Vergennes  will  put  obstaolos 
in  the  way  of  his  departure  for  Russia ;  will  consult  with  Adams,  Apr.  2, 1781. 

To  Congress.  Account  of  tnf'f^rview  with  Vergennes;  Vergennes  advises  him  to 
inform  the  Russian  ministor  at  The  Hague  of  his  intentions;  resolutions  of 
Congress  well  receivetl  in  KuHMin,  Apr.  4,  1781. 
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Sax*.  F  haiicib— Co  o  li  u  uoil . 

Td  JTraatiiM.     Aslui  Frauklln'a  wjilitiiKitU  ami  lilii  i>|iiiiii>ii  na  In  Vur^oiiiiL-n'  n|>im 
bis  mimioa  to  Kiissia;  will  mIc  lUo  nauio  n(  AdaiiM;  loavnn  SiiniUy  fur  llul- 
land,  Apr.  6,  1761. 
Fraiii  I'tranklin,  Apr.  7,  1781. 

(Sro  Franklin  to  i>nHa,siiiiie  dfit«.) 
Tn  ^rfaiiu.     B«<]Un«lJi  ailvioa  witli  rognni  to  liin  mtminii  tn  UnxBio,  Aiir.  IS,  1761, 
Th  Jennna;  wikin);  liiiii  tu  rk  tii  Rl.  rutoniburi;.  Ai>r.  2t\,  17r<l. 
from  Jditnn,  Apr.  18,  lidl.     Ailvlno  tn  to  eouduol  in  lila  mi«ii>ii  tn  Riiiuin. 

(Sou  Adam*  to  /Jniid,  sainn  Halo.) 
tVnii  Jenniii;i,  Mny  3,  1781. 

(iSno  /hitia  ta  lAumfiifiii,  Damn  ilaU^. ) 
Fn>.n  PWintHn,  Mftj  U,  1781. 

(Sou  FraHtlin  to  Hana,  wiiiiu  ilntn.) 
To  RoMjrreu.     Uo^KirtR  iimj^rotMoii  Uinjuiiriiiiy;  Iina  niipiiilili'il  I'MiiiiiikI  .Triiiiiii);ii 

na  ail  uoociate,  Hiij  III,  IT*jl. 
ApjKiiutiuuut  of,  to  Biisaim  oouHiilurtiil  pr'tiimlim  liy  I'^ruiion ;  Iici  woiiltl  uuL  I>u 
rcooival  by  ttiu  Ktnprem,  nutl  this  nuiilil  l>u  n  trliiiii|ili  In  Enelnuit. 
(8uo  I.ucerneta  Congnmi,  Mny  St6,  17B1.) 
Tu  Ctngrtt*.    At  Uurliii  ou  Da  way  h>  IfiiaRiii ;    vicwti  on  Kiirnjinnti  politica.  •Inly 

IW,  1781. 
To  diamt.    Ilan  inTivml  at  St.  INitorslmrj;,  but  Intn  iin  Dnnourftgoiiiimt  fniiii  llin 
ProiioU  nilnistnr  or  from  any  otlior  ijiinrtcr  nn  to  Ilia  ruunptrmi ;  \a  i|[ii(ii'i>nt  iif 
tlm  Rnmlltion  of  luoiliatinii,  Ang.  ^,  1781. 
hM  r«rM^  Ang.30,  ITO. 
<Bm  rirw  to  JlMM,  mna  (Uta.) 
'  A  r«rM.    SUyngliJa»n1r«laD<l  hfi  tnatrnotlons  to  oomninnlrato  to  TerM  u 
FMMbnbilitw;  hU appUMtton  to Im reoaived  M  j^wlaaa miaWar,  leiit. 

i,tin. 

ftmm  Ftrme.    Sajlng  that  It  !■  doobtfnl,  In  vi«ir  of  tlio  jMindlugi  iiioillnlinn, 

wfa«tIior  Dana  conid  bo  roool*ed,  and  asking  klni  lo  conaider  tUo  iino«tion  bo- 

tore  liB  elaiiDH  rocoplion,  Elept.  2,  1781. 
T«  r<M^M.    UiasentiiigfromVcrika'anpliiion  na  («hiitroonpliiin,nnd giving  ruaannn 

to  obow  Ibat  Veroo  «a.^  '"rocg,  So[>l.  i,  1781. 
¥nm  Vtirmt.    Pointing  ont  the  inlstaka  inrutu  by  D.inn  lut  to  tlio  inoiliation  n);roR- 

ment,  and  rupoatiug  liis  opltilmi  tliiit  iin  nppliontion  fur  rocaplioil  »t  Court 

would  bo  rcriLiotl,  Sept.  12,  1781. 
To  Farao.     Hegrota  thitt  liia  iuonprinrly  na  lo  Fionob  and  Vurao'a  oalo  Cngllsh  in- 

torfuro  witb  tlieir  oorresponiknro ;  will  dulny  [oi  n  wbilu  itrosontlu);  liiiuaaif 

to  tho  Bnasian  Conrb,  Sojit.  i:i,  1781. 
ToC^MfrsM.    Uissanta  rroin  position  of  Vertte;  tliltika  that  lio  will  Imvo  no  aid 

from  Frauee  in  presaing  (»\-  rocoption;  vioiva  na  to  inudlulion  ;  will  wait, 

liuwevec,  till  Fraace  and  Spain  aru  hoard  from,  Bu]it.  15,  1781. 
TIm  objoetof  Franco  waa  to  anvu  bim  from  tbo  bnmillntiun  of  a  oottoln  i«pnlBO. 

iMitTMioCitHgren,  Supt.  31,  17ril. 
To  lAtingtlm.   Uontiouiiig  arliclo  in  Froncli  dronglit  tronty  witli  Itiiaaia,  Oat.  1 , 

1781. 
tnCongrtt*.    Giving  Itla  rlows  of  tho  armoit  nontrollty  and  of  tiio  projoot  of 

mediatioQ  atartud  by  tbo  imirarial  courts,  Oct.  lu,  1781. 
Fmui  JAwi»g«U>n,  OoL  22,  1781. 

(8oe  I^viiigiUtH  to  Danit,  aams  dato.J 
loSUarg.    Attitndo  of  Uiiasiau  Court,  Jan.  17,  1783. 
From  LMugitou.     la  not  to  aaanino  a  public  oiiaractor  [inloas  bin  rocoption  ia  o«r- 

talit;  iiMtruotiona  aa  to  position  be  la  to  take,  Mat.  3,  1783. 
To  IMngitM.    Vioir  of  pnblio  affairs,  Mar.  0,  1782. 
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Dana,  FRANCis^-Continuod. 
From  AdatMf  Mar.  15, 1782. 

(Soo  Adam$  to  Dana,  same  date.) 
To  TAvivgaton.    Forctga  political  aflfaira,  Mar.  30,  1782. 
To  Adanu,    AfTairs  in  Russia,  Apr.  23,  1782. 
Estimate  of  his  expenses.    Livingston  to  Congre9§f  May  8,  1782. 
From  Livingston,    Instraoted  not  to  press  mission  on  the  Rtissiau  Conrit  and  to 
follow  the  adyloo  in  this  respect  of  Franklin  and  the  Freuoh  minister^  May 
10,  1782. 
From  Adams,  May  13,  1782. 

(Soo  yidams  to  Danaj  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  May  22,  178*2. 

(Soo  Livingston  to  Dana^  same  date. ) 
From  Livingnton,  May  29,  1782, 

(Soo  FAvingston  to  Dana,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston.    Position  ofRusHia  as  to  American  trade,  June  28,  1782. 
To  Livingston,     Position  of,  in  Russia,  Aug.  ;{0,  1782;  his  attitude  at  St.  Peters- 
burg; position  of  Russia  ns  to  neutral  rights;  foe  necessary  for  ministers  to 
pay  on  receptions  ;  salary' ;  prece<lency  among  ministers,  Sept.  6,  1782. 
From  Adanxs,  Sept.  17,  1782. 

(Soe  Adanxs  to  Dana,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  Se|)t.  18,  1782. 

(Soe  Livingston  to  Dana,  same  date.) 
To  TAvingsion.    Russia  will  take  no  steps  towards  recognition  that  woald  oflTend 

England,  Sept.  23,  1782. 
To  Livingston,    As  to  Russian  commerce  and  politics,  Sept.  29,  1782. 
From  Adams,  Oct.  10,  1782. 

(Soo  yidams  to  Dana,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston.    Not  likely  that  Russia  will  take  part  in  the  war ;  Russian  minis!  ry 
has  bocomo  :inti-Gallican,  and  tries  to  induce  Holland  to  make  a  separate  peace 
with  Britain,  Oct.  14,  1782. 
To  Adams,    Suspects  Fr.ance  of  seeking  by  a  commercial  treaty  with  Russia  to  gi  ve 

a  preference  to  Russian  goods  over  the  United  States,  Oct.  15,  1782. 
To  Livingston,     Refers  to  interested  adverse  motives  in  France;  notices  beneHts 
which  might  accrue  to  Russia  from  commerce  with  the  United  States,  Nov.  1, 
1782. 
From  Livingston,  Nov.  7,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Dana,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Nov.  8,  1782. 

(See  Adams  to  Dana,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston.    Delay  in  x^resentation  of  his  credentials,  Nov.  18,  1782. 
From  Adams,  Dec.  G,  1782. 

(Soe  Adams  Uy  Dana,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Franklin,  and  Jay.    Advising  him  to  give  notice  of  his  mission.  Doc. 

12,  1782. 
From  TAvingston,  Dec.  17,  1782. 

(Soe  Livingston  to  Dana,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston,    Armed  neutrality ;  reasons  why  he  should  present  his  eredeiilials, 

Dec.  21,  1782. 
To  Livingston,    Proposes  to  leave  Russia  as  soon  as  he  is  received  at  Court  and 
commercial  tr(\aty  signed ;  complains  of  reduction  of  his  salary,  Dee.  27, 1782. 
To  Livingston.     Will  not  at  once  press  for  reception  at  Court;  both  treaties  will 

cost  us  between  £9,000  and  £10,000,  Dec.  30,  1782. 
To  Livingston.    Inclosing  note  of  treaty  between  Russia  and  Denmftrk,  Jan.  3, 
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Dtuu,  FiUKGis«-Co&tliiiiod. 

To  Ciiwhriiiifrt.    Esplftiiilng  hU  poiittoDi  Jan  14, 1783. 

To  AiUm9.    No  «zpeeUiion  of  immedlato  reoeption  ai  Conrti  Jan.  15, 1783. 

To  LbrinffH^u.  Hm  rooeiTod  copy  of  prolimlnary  in%%j  of  poaoo,  bufc  \a  adykod 
hj  Fraaeh  minister  to  wftit  iMforo  preoenttng  lilinoolf  nnUl  the  Conrt  Is  ofll- 
oially  notiflod  of  pesos ;  dlflloatties  between  Tnrkoy  and  Rnsslo,  Jan.  15, 1783. 

To  LMm§9ion.    Proposes  to  rstnrn  horns  when  pouoo  Is  sottlod,  Jan.  81, 1783. 

Ts  JWsfiltit.    As  to  eommoreisl  treaty,  Feb.  10, 1783. 

To  Xistafslsa.    Postpones  his  application  for  reception,  Feb.  85, 1783. 

His  eontiananco  in  Bnssia  no  longer  desirable.  Xlvisft <os  to  C^ngreu,  Fob.  86, 
1783. 

(See  IfsiHiss  and  HamilHrn  to  some  cflfoot.    Introduction,  f  4. 

To  Xlvln^les.  Has  eommnnicated  his  mission  to  the  vicc-chfuicellor  '*  without 
being  sdrised"  to  this  by  the  French  minister,  bnt  after  *' ossnronces  di- 
rectly from  the  priTate  cabinet  of  hor  imperial  mi^csty  that  tlie  way  was 
perfectly  clsar,'^  Mar.  7, 1783. 

To  OMersuum.    Stating  his  mission.  Mar.  7, 1783. 

To  IlfiNfffea.    His  reception  postponed  on  aoconnt  of  « JLont,"  Mar.  12, 1783. 

To  Admmu.    Admires  Adam^  independence  of  charaotc^r ;  can  not,  howover,  tako 
AdaroiP  ailvieo  as  to  ofToring  •  commercial  treaty,  etc.,  to  Russia;  cannot 
get  an  answer  CTon  as  to  his  reception  at  Conrt ;  Immense  taxes  lmpose<l  on 
'  aUtieaties,  Mar.  IG,  1783. 

To  I49im09ian^  Is  still  without  an  answer  to  his  application  to  bo  xecoived;  can 
not  afford  to  remain  in  Russia  on  salary  a1Iottc«i,  Mar.  2S,  1783. 

To  LMm§9lon,    Again  applies,  but  without  answer,  Apr.  17, 1783. 

To  iAvimgilom,  Appeals  again  to  Tice-ohancellor,  giving  reasons  why  he  shonld 
bo  recelTcd,  Apr.SS,  1783. 

To  Xlolsfffea.  Empress  refuses  to  receive  him  nntil  dcftnitivo  treaty,  and  not 
then  except  on  a  new  commission,  Apr.  35, 1783. 

From  Z4ving9io9^  Directing  bin  rotiini,  and  naying  tliat  lio  has  no  power  to  Higii  a 
commercial  treaty ;  the  United  States  do  not  oiFor  itroncutA  to  foreign  oflicialfl, 
May  1,  1783. 

From  Adam9,  May  1,  1783. 
(See  Adami  to  Dana,  samo  date.) 

To  IMngiUm.  Can  get  no  further  annwor  from  the  RnnAian  vico-ohanoollor ;  con- 
siders the  refusal  to  receive  him  without  f  rosli  powcrn  uiireosouablo,  May  2, 
1783. 

To  Ottonaaaa.  Remonstrating  with  the  lattor'H  rcqnoAt  for  froBli  powers,  and 
giving  additional  reasons  wby  tlie  EnipresB,  **  Avhono  glorious  reign  nnd 
eminent  virtues  have  so  long  fixed  tlio  attention  and  commanded  the  op- 
plauflo  of  tlio  world,"  should  receive  liini,  Mny  B,  1783. 

To  Living$lon.     Has  had  no  answer  to  this  paper,  May  0,  1783. 
;  To  LMmgBton,    If  no  answer  comes,  proposes  t^  return  lionie,  May  15,  1783. 

Action  of  Congress  In  respect  to,  May  21,  22,  1783. 

From  lAving$ton.  Forwarding  such  action  and  complaining  of  defective  dis- 
patches, May  27,  1783. 

To  Living9Um,    Has-as  yet  no  answer  from  the  vico-cbancollor.  May  30,  1783. 

To  LivingsUm,    Treaty  with  Holland  ratified,  May  30,  178:). 

To  Adawu,  As  yet  no  answer  to  his  memorial ;  sees  no  objection  to  paying  tlie 
"presents"  required  on  accession  to  treaty;  suspects  Jealousy  of, by  Fraulc- 
lin  (f),  Jnno  1,  1783. 

To  Livinff$ton,    Still  no  answer,  June  6,  1783. 

From  CoHgrui.  Withdrawing  his  power  to  enter  into  armed  neutrality,  June  12, 
1783. 

To  JAvingsion.  That  he  is  olTlcially  informed  that  be  will  bo  received  as  soon  as 
the  definitive  treaty  is  signed,  June  17,  1783. 
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ANA,  Francis— ContiniicMl. 

To  lAvingston.   No  inrormation  as  to  dodiiitiTO  treaty,  Juno  24,  17R3. 

To  lAvingnton,    Things  contiuno  as  tlioy  were;  ib  not  yet  received  as  minister ; 

other  diplonintic  changes,  July  1,  1783. 
To  Livingston,    Germany  and  Russia  form  alliance  against  Tarlcey,  July  8,  1783. 
To  Livingston.  Will  dt'clino  presentation  to  Empress,  even  if  received,  July  27, 

1783. 
'I'o  Adanis,   Complaining  bitterly  of  his  treatment  by  Congress,  July  29, 1783. 
To  Liringston.   Announco^H  his  intention  to  leave  Russia  without  waiting  for  re- 
ception, nnd  gives  letter  ailvising  Count  Ostormann  of  thifs  Aug.  8, 1783. 
To  Livingston.    Giving  bin  l:i8t  note  to  0H(emia!3u,  and  narrating  his  visit,  i>nt- 

ting  his  withdrawal  on  the  ground  of  ill-hoalth  not]>ormitting  him  to  remain  ; 

the  EiuprcRs  doclinoH  t<»  receive  him  in  advance  of  signature  of  definitive 

treaty,  Aug.  17, 178;^. 
To  Congress,  Notifying  his  return  home  and  readiness  to  meet  inquiry,  Doc. 

17, 1783. 
AUTMoUTii,  Jjord,  pnvsonts  petition  of  1775.   Franklin  to  rAonuo»,  Feb.  5, 1775. 
AVIS,  Nicholas,  snspiciouH  conduct  of.    Comn^issioHerB  to  Commilteef  Feb.  G,  1777. 

RANK,  Si  1^8— 

His  CongrcsMional  career.    Introdnction,  $  159. 

liis  business  usefulness  at  Paris.    Ibid,,  $  IGO. 

His  loyalty  in  Paris.     Ibid.,  $  161. 

Hard  treatment  of,  by  Congress.     Ibid.^  $  1G2., 

"  Intercepted  lottcra  of."     Jbid,,  J  lOII. 

Views  of  George  III.     Ibid,,  i  1G4. 

Position  of,  in  London  in  1784-'d8.     lbid,,§  1G5. 

Explanation  of  his  course.     Jbid.,  $  IGG. 

Relief  given  to  his  heirs.     Ibid.,  $  1G7. 

Fnim  Commit tcCy  Feb.  14,  1776. 

(8co  Committee  to  Deane,  same  dat-e.) 
Instructions  to,  on  leaving  America,  Mar.  3,  1776. 
To  Beanmarchais.    As  U^  purchase  of  supplies  for  the  United  States;  inqalres  as 

to  credit  allowed ;  Congress  can  within  a  year  send  remittances ;  gives  a  list 

of  articles  needed,  Juno  20,  1776. 
From  Ucaumarchnis.    C(»nridcntia]  correspondence  invited,  July  18,  1776. 
To  Jieaumarchais.    Approves  his  plan  for  regulating  price  of  supplies,  but  can  not 

insure  punctuality  of  payment;  difllculties  in  forwarding  supplies;  suspi- 
cion of  British  ininister  aroused  and  groat  care  required,  July  24,  1776. 
To  Dumas,    Proposing  a  visit  to  Amsterdam  and  also  corroepondoDco,  July  26, 

1776. 
From  Committee.    Aug.  7,  1776. 

(See  Committee  {Morris)  to  Deane,  Mime  date.) 
To  Dumas.     His  j(»urucy  to  Holland  delayed ;  will  not  travel  incog.;  appears  only 

as  a  private  merchant;  neutrality  of  Holland  is  all  that  is  claimed,  Aug.  16, 

1776. 
To  Committee.    Narrating  his  journey  to  Paris ;  met  in  Paris  Bancroft,  Dnbourg, 

and  T.  Moms ;  questionable  conduct  of  Penet;  activity  of  British  emissaritw* 

position  of  European  affairs ;  dofTereucos  botwoon  Dubonrg  and  Beanmarchais ; 

Dubourg  renders  much  service;  Bancroft  supplies  much  information  as  to 

English  affairs  ;  his  expenses  paid,  Aug.  18,  1776. 
To  Jfeaumarchais.    Must  rely  on  latter  for  chartering  vessels,  Aug.  19,  1776. 
To  Vergennes.    Is  surprised  at  arrival  of  A.  Lee  in  Paris;  is  likely  to  coihplicate 

matters,  Aug.  ^2,  1776. 
To  Dumas.    Approves  of  the  lattci^s  course;  inquires  if  mechanics  in  fonndiug 

brass  and  iron  can  be  found  to  go  to  America,  Sept.  11,  1776. 
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DiAiUi  BtLftS— ContlMMd. 

To  CMtoffMk    iMtiodiMiiif  La  BnMnep  Sept  15, 1770. 

To  Cmmihm.    lutoodooiuff  L«  BroMe,  8epM^  1770. 

ToOmaMm,  DMigon  to  Mio  omwb  In  Vmtht  by  the  raporU  oirealntod  of  mooib« 
moiatlon  wltk  Englsnil;  onlen  iasneil  to  snapeiKl  the  famlsliiug  of  rap- 
flka;  ihioww  oouiitrnDftiiclod  tbrouxli  D«*«uiiiaroliBU;  hostllo  iuflaoueo  of 
*  HopUub  o€  MorylBii«1 ;  lUeadly  sorvleeo  of  ll«norof\  sud  CMitiiohiiel ;  im- 
porUaoo  of  auikiiis  lutaraoi  with  Ptiiwin  mid  othar  £iiro|iean  Stateiy  OoL 
It  1778. 

From  CmmmiUm,  Infomed  of  greal  ooed  of  supplies.  Avref  Commute  to  Dsmis^ 
Oel.  1,  1770. 

FfOB  Coiwlflif.  Infonnf^l  of  liistrnotions  to  iipgoilate  with  France,  nnd  that 
Fraukliii  and  Jelfomoii  have  boeii  added ;  £10,000  to  bo  do]NNilted  in  Fraooo 
to  ilio  oiodlt  of  Couinilsslouen;  Win.  Hmlge  ap|iointed  bnsiness  agent. 
Ooi.8,1778. 

Td  Ciwariliit.    HIaombanMsIng  position  without  advleeo  from  home,  Oet.  3, 1776. 

Td  Dwrnrnt.  Indepaadonoo  a  sUie  qma  aoa;  what  provisions  the  United  States  can 
send  to  Knropo,  Oet.  6, 1770. 

To  OrnKmiiim,  EIToot  of  l>eolaration  of  Independenoe ;  iinportanee  of  diverting 
British  attack;  high  priee  of  tobacoo;  importance  of  American  cmlsers  In 
British  waters,  Oet.  8, 1770. 

To  DasMw.  Beooaimendlng  Carmichael;  also  will  givo  Intelllgouco  of  Paris 
mlsskMiy  Oct.  9, 1778. 

To  Daauw.    Want  of  information,  Oct.  13, 1770. 

Agrsemeot  of,  for  hiring  vessels ;  articles  for  hiring  armed  vessels  etc.  Oct.  15, 
1770. 

From  CfafnM.    Additional  instmotlons  to,  Oct.  18,  tt,  1778. 

To  Dingkmm,    Cariba  to  be  enoonraged  to  revolt^  Oct.  17, 1770. 

To  Cosunlllst.  Complains  of  want  of  instrnctions  and  of  pown  to  treat  as  repre- 
sentativo  of  an  Independent  sovereign,  Oet  17, 1770. 

To  disiBiWi'S.    Introdnoing  Do  Balme,  Oct.  17,  1770. 

From  C^mnUUet,  Oet  83, 1770. 
(See  CommUi€€,  etc.  {Morrh),  to  DeaHe,  same  date.) 

From  Committee,    Advising,  of  appointment  of  Franklin  and  Loe.    Oct.  24,  1770. 

To  Bm§ham.  Dietrossotl  by  want  of  intelligence ;  forwanU  two  hundred  tons  of 
powder,  Oct  35,  1770. 

To  ComwUttee,  Two  hundred  tons  ]K>wdor  furnlHhod  tlirough  Hinglinni ;  high 
price  of  tobacoo ;  injury  done  by  failure  to  aunouuco  indopoudouco,  Oct.  25, 
1770. 

To  Ooaiin«le0.  Reiterates  complaints  of  want  of  authority;  lias  obtained  large 
supplies,  which  arc  l)oing  forwarded;  rocomniondH  Coudray  and  Do  Kalb ; 
high  price  of  American  produce;  fdansfor  navy,  Nov.  (>,  1770. 

Is  Introduced  to  Duniue  uh  agent  «>f  Congress.     Franklin  to  DumaB,  Nov.  22, 1770. 

To  Committee.    Notice  ofTiiHcan  aflairs,  Nov.  20,  1770. 

To  Committee,  RecommcDds  Rogers,  of  Maryland,  as  aid  to  Coudray,  Nov.  27, 
1770. 

To  Committee,  Exposure  of  English  Asbory  at  Nowfonudlaud  to  destruction,  Nov. 
27,  1770. 

To  Committee,  Receives  authority  to  present  Declaration  of  Independence  to 
Earopean  Courts ;  complains  of  want  of  formality  in  communications;  danger 
to  the  cause  of  reportn  of  conciliation;  friendliness  of  house  of  Bourbou; 
again  complains  of  Williamson ;  troubled  by  pressure  of  ofllcers  for  commis- 
sions; troops  offered  from  abroad;  scarcity  of  next  harvest;  saddle-horse 
asked  for  for  the  Queen ;  Cou<lray,  and  De  Kalb  rcconnnonded  for  ap|M>intr 
meat;  an  associate  eminent  in  position  asked  for,  Nov.  28,  1770. 
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Dkane,  Silas — Contiuaed. 

To  Committee,  Valno  of  Beaamarchai's  sernoes;  reoommends  hisneplMw;  oalU 
for  6 applies  essential  to  pay  the  debts  doe,  Nov.  89|1776. 

To  Commiiiee.    Becomineuds  Conway,  Nov.  29, 1776.  * 

To  Committee,  Importance  of  taxation ;  loans  may  be  .obtained  on  pledges  of 
land ;  financial  difficulties  of  France ;  Holland  the  great  money-lender ;  sop- 
plioa  more  needed  in  the  United  States  than  money,  Deo.  1, 1876. 

To  Committee,    Details  of  his  shipment  of  sapplies,  Dec.  3,  1776. 

To  Jay,  Details  farther  his  shipments ;  renews  suggestions  of  attack  on  New- 
foundland fishery;  work  that  can  be  done  on  British  coast  by  privateers; 
loans  practicable,  and  foreign  ships  and  recruits  can  be  secured ;  great  nnmber 
of  applicants  for  posts  of  officers;  value  of  Bancroft's  servioee;  proposals  for 
treaties  with  France  and  Spain,  Dec.  3, 1776. 

From  Franklin,  Dec.  4,  1776. 
(See  Franklin  to  Deane,  same  date.) 

To  Commit*ee,  Sends  copy  of  his  agreement  with  French  officers,  and  ftlao  ao> 
counts ;  suggestion  as  to  appointment  of  Prince  Ferdinand  or  "Marshal  Brog- 
lio''  as  commander-in-chief;  recommends  La  Fayette  as  m^jor-general,  Dec. 
6, 1776.     (See  introduction,  $  97.)  ' 

To  Vergcnnes,    Announces  Franklin's  arrival  and  its  effect,  Deo.  8, 1776. 

To  Committee,    Of  same  purport,  Dec.  12,  1776. 

To  Dumas,    Of  same  purport,  Dec.  13,  1776. 

To  Damae,  As  to  his  situation  in. Paris;  Carmichael's  visit  to  Dumas;  hopefal 
of  success,  Dec. — ,  1776. 

To  Committee,    Difficulties  in  expediting  the  Amphitrite^  Jan.  20, 1777. 

To  Committee,    Advises  sending  cruisers  abroad.     Aug.  23,  1777. 

'Ho  Committee,  Explains  English  Jealousy;  advises  Congress  as  to  ship  flsMr»iifSy 
and  asks  for  return  cargo,  directed  to  Ilortaloz  &,  Co.,  Sept.  3,  1777. 

His  authority  to  appoint  officers  denied  by  Congress,  Sept.  8, 1778. ' 

To  Committee,    Introduces  Francy,  with  cargo  of  goods,  Sept.  10, 1777. 

To  It.  Morris,    Vindicating  himself  for  his  action  as  to  T.  Morris,  Sept.  33,  1777. 

Ueciill  of,  by  Congress,  Nov.  21,  1777. 

From  Commitleef  etc.,  Dec.  4,  1777. 
(See  CommitteCf  etc.,  to  Deane,  same  date.) 

From  Lovdl,    Ordered  to  return  to  America,  Dec.  8,  1777. 

Frnnkliii  speaks  kindly  of,  to  Lovell,  Dec.  21,  1777. 

Yergoiiuos'  testimonial  to.  Vergonnes  to  Congress^  Mar.  25,  1778;  Fsryeansf  to 
Deane  (inclosing  King's  portrait).  Mar.  26,  1778.  I 

Franklin  speaks  kindly  of.     Franklin  to  Congress,  Mar.  31,  1778. 

Denounced  U>  Laurens  by  Izard.     Isard  to  Laurens,  Apr.  1,  1778. 

A.  Licc's  views  of.     A,  Lee  to  Congress,  Apr.  2,  5, 1778. 

HiH  plans  In  going  to  America.     Franklin  to  Lee,  Apr.  4,  1778. 

To  Congress,     Arrival  in  America,  July  10,  1778. 

To  Ijovell.     Ankini;  for  a  hearing,  July  28,  1778. 

To  Washinytim,  Acknowledging  friendly  letter  and  hoping  for  an  interview 
(the  letter  so  referred  to  can  not  be  found  among  the  Washington  or  Doane 
papers  in  the  Department),  Aug.  12,  1778. 

Informs  Congress  that  he  is  in  Philadelphia  awaiting  their  orders.  Deans  to  Con- 
gress, Sept.  8,  14,  1778. 

Action  of  Congress  on  his  case,  Sept.  14,  16,  18,  22,  1778. 

To  Hancock,    Complains  of  conduct  of  Congress,  Sept.  14,  1778. 

To  Congress,    Soliciting  hearing.  Sept  22,  1778. 

To  Congress.     Asks  for  copies  of  Izard^s  attacks  on  him,  Sept.  24,  177S. 

To  Congress,     Asks  for  hearing,  Oct.  7, 1778. 

To  Congress,  Sends  replies  to  Izard  and  Lee  (containing  indosures);  explains 
changes  in  articles  11  and  12  of  treaty,  Oct.  12,  1778. 
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DtAlW,  6lI.Aa— C'ontiaaad. 

Prooeedingn  of  Congress,  na  to,  Oct.  14,  1778. 

It)  Cmfrus.     Suggestions  as  to  dobt  and  lU  tu  v<]iii[i{iiuir  n  lloet,  Nov.  I,  1776. 

To  CoH^reM.     Futtfaor  defoiiBe  of  coiirso  Btid  apponl  fur  aatioii,  Nov.  10,  30,  Dec. 

A,  30,  31,  IT7a 
PnuocOiDgs  of  Ooagresa  na  to,  Dec.  7,  29,  111,  1778. 
To  Co»ffre*i,     Muticcs  attack  1i;  Paiue,  Jon.  4,  1T79. 
To  CoBgrcti,    Aska  to  bo  heard,  Jau.  21,  1770. 

Hit  lulcirwtg  to  Aiucrica  oriticiacd.    Adaita  to  FergianBt,  Feb.  11,  1779. 
Vergoni.89'  rpjily  to,  Feb.   13,  1779. 
Bud  otTects  of  liia  a]i|>u»1.     Adami  to  3.  Adaxi*,  Feb.  II,  177D ;  to  Fcrgefict,  I'ub. 

10,  1779. 
Vergonnoe'  vicwa  of.     ferifeiine*  to  A.  te»{with  note),  Feb.   15,  1770. 
A.  Lee  nritoA  to  FcaokliD  im  to,  Feb.  18,  1770. 
To  Congrelt-    Again  iirgus  action  \a  bia  oaao.  Fab.  S2,  1779. 
Further  criticianiB  b;  A.  Loo  U>  Coogreas,  Mar.  7,  1779. 
Tu  CongrMi.     Agaia  applioa  fur  n  hunriiig,  Miir.  1!>,  1779. 
Criticisms  of,  by  W.  Leo  to  Cungrons,  Mar.  llj,  25,  1779. 

To  Caat/ru*.    AgaiD  apiieala  to  Coogrosa  fur  rodreEs,  Mar.  29,  Aiir.  3,  17,  1779. 
To  tlolktr.     Aslu  ae  to  uiial^ikoa  in  accoauti,  Apr.  20,  1771). 
(See  tfolker'i  reply  of  8;iido  date.) 

To  Coigrai.     Addtesaoa  aguiu  for  bonriiig,  A]ir.  20,  1T79. 
To  CongreM.    E(|>Uin«  an  to  Holkor's  mlatako,  Apr.  27,  1779. 
To  Consreti.     Sulimita  acconnta  of  oxpoita'ta,  Apr.  30,  1779. 
To  CoH^rmi.    Appitals  again  for  a  hearing,  May  IQ,  22,  I7T9. 
LoTsll'a  VLCwa  aa  to.     Loeell  to  Adam,  Juno  13,  1779. 
DiscbargDtl  from  attendance  on  Congreaa  In  order  tliat  l|u  uiny  wltlu  Ijib  auuoiiut«. 

Journal  of  Con jr<»»,  Aug.  16,  177II. 
To  Congreu.   Application  fnr  liuarinir,  Aug.  18,  1779. 
Opinion  o£  JhiaUia  to  UmU,  Oct.  IT,  1779. 
To  CMfTMt.  Doollnea  to  Mwept  gnat  by  Congreaa  of  tlO>!W  on  grouud  of  iu- 

ftdaqnoey,  Not.  33,  1779. 
Expaeted  utItbI  of,  in  Fianoe,   Avaltlf a  to  Cvitgrtu,  Ang.  9, 1780. 
From  Ay,  Sept.  B,  1700. 

(Sea  Jaf  to  /hwM,  iftnie  dat«. ) 
Hi*  dlaloyal  Ulk  In  1790.    Dsm  to  Adana,  Jan.  1,  1781.   (TliODgh  aeo  FranlMn  to 

i>«aKH,  Jan.18,  1781.) 
Ba  in  17ES.   iViMtllN  to  i4irli>ii«l(m,  Hnr.  4,  17S2. 
I  To  Cmtgrmw.   Finds  tbat  JohoBon  liad  deollned  tooxaminolila  aeoonntat  urgon  on 

CoogreM  to  take  other  tneasarea  for  setttouiDiit;  uppoula  for  Juntico  in  hia 
,        uoWMitlaa,  Hay  18,  1781. 
JSn  IVkmAvU.   Dlaanodlug  fiom  a  fnrtbor  proaeeiitinii   nf  the  war,  and  urging  a 

anbmiaaloD  at  onc«  tu  (he  inutber  country,  Oct.  21, 1781.   (Sod  latroductiuu, 

*1«3.) 
Latton  of,  writteu   for  pnblieation  and  not  fur  delivery  to  aoudoo.     t'aine  to 

UvTTit,  Nov.  S8,  1781.     (Seo  Introduction,  «  103.) 
Iiicnlpator7  latteis;  parties  abroad  to  be  warneil  agaiimt.     LMngitta  (o  Congrti*, 

Jan.  18,  1782;  LtBlngMbnt  to  Lamrne,  Jan.  19,  I7ft2;  LlvliigiloH  to  Franklin, 

Jan.  19,  17B2. 
Bia  prabobla  traaohery.     FranklU  to  Jay,  Jan.  10,  1782. 

"No  donbt  ia  entertained  bore  of  bia  apoatocy."    LWngilon  to  Jag,  Feb.  i,  1762. 
Apoaiaoy  of,  oouflrmed.    Pianklin  to  LMngiUni,  Har.  4,  17B2. 
To  CoKgrtM.    Appaala  again  for  aettlement  of  accounts,  Mar.  17, 1782. 
Hia  diagnoa;  but  ahonld  be  paid  wbat  ia  due  biu.    Franklin  to  MottU,  Mat.  30, 

17«. 
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Dean,  SiLAS~Contiiiiio<l. 

Juciilpatoiy  luttcra  of.     Trumbull  to  Lmng$tonj  May  23,  1782;  LivlngwUm  to  Xw 

zeriief  Jiiiio7,  1782.    Lwing$ton  to  TruinbuU,  June  12,  1782. 
Associates  in  England  with  Arnold,  P.  ^Vuut^ro^th,  and  Skunne.     Adamt  to  lAth 

ingsion,  Aug.  2,  1783. 
Examination  of  his  accounts.     Morris  to  J.  Lee^  Oct.  4,  1783. 
Ropudiatod  by  Jay.    Jag  to  Deanc,  Fob.  22,  1784. 
Uelatious  with  Boauiuarohais.    (Soe  BeaaiHarohaU.)  • 

Dbank  and  Franklin — 

From  A,  Lee,  Jan.  30,  1778. 

(Soc  A.  Lee  to  Franklin  and  Deane,  same  date.) 
From  /I.  Lee,  Feb.  20,  1778. 
(Sue  .-/.  Lee  to  Franklin  and  Deane,  sanio  daU^) 
Dkut,  Puif  Lie.     (Soo  Pallet;,  Franklin^  Afon'iSf  Vergcnnea ;  and  see  Carmichael  to  tho 

Committee  of  Foreign  AffairSy  Jan.  29,  1781.) 
Dk  Campo,  Spanish  minister.    Procrastination  of.    Jag  to  LivingBlon,  Apr.  88,  1783. 
Dkclahation OK Indrpbndbngk.  Ini[>orljaQOOofaiiQouuoemontof,  abroad.  DeaneXo 

Committee,  Nov.  G,  28,  1776. 
Dkcoy  and  false  information  couimnnicatod  througli  Arthur  Lioe's  secretaries.     lutro- 

duction,  $  151. 
DiCFRNCK,  ship,  representations  as  to.     Gerard  to  CongreBU,  July  5,  20^  1779. 
Dkfinitivb  tkkaty  of  1783 — 

Propositions  relative  to,  given  under  date  of  Apr.  2U,  May  21,  Juno  1,  1783. 
llarlley  to  Commissioners^  Juno  14,  17H3. 
(Soe  Jlarlleg  to  Franklin,)  * 

Ilurtluy's  proposals,  May  21,  178:).     (See  Treaties,) 
Arliclus  proposed  by  American  Commissioners,  Apr.  29,  1783. 
Articles  proposed  by  Hartley,  May  21,  1783.     Harlleg  to  Commissioners,  June  14, 
1783;  Lanrens  to  Secretary,  June  17,  1783. 
(See  Adams,  Franklin,  Lanrens,  Livingston,  Jag.) 
Signed  Sept.  4,  1782).     Hartley  io  Commissioners,  Sept.  4,  1783;  Commissioners  to 

Hartley,  Sept.  5,  1783;  Adams  to  Congress,  Sept.  5,  1783. 
Negotiations  preceding  detailed ;  notice  of  its  intended  signature  given  to  Franco. 

Commissioners  to  Congress,  Sept.  10,  1783. 
Ratification  of,  by  Congress,  Oct.  29,  1783.     Mifflin  to  Commissioners,  Jan.  14,  1784. 

DBFINITIVK  TIIKATY — 

Uatification  of.  Hartley  to  Franklin,  Mar.  9, 1784  ;  Franklin  to  Thomson,  Mar.  9, 
1784;  Hartley  to  Laurens,  Mar.  20,  1781;  Laurens  to  Thomson,  Mar.  28,  17^*4; 
Franklin  to  Congress,  Uihy  12, 1784;  Hartley  to  Franklin,  Juno  1,  1784  ;  Frank- 
lin to  7/ar(Zr^,  June2,  1784;  Franklin  to  Congress,  June  IG,  1784;  Jay  to  Con- 
gress, July  25, 1784.  (See  Treaties.) 
iJB  (JUASSK.    Two  pieces  of  iieid  ordnance  presented  to,  by  Congress.     Livingston  to 

Luzerne,  Nov.  2, 1781. 
1)K  Kalh.     (See  h'alb.  ) 
Dklai*,  Samuel  and  J.  II. — 

To  receive  prizes  at  Bordeaux.     Committee  to  Conunissioners,  Oct.  24, 1770. 

Prisoners  aid  to  the  United  States.     Dcane  to  Commiltetu  Doc.  3, 177G. 
Dklvobkmb.    Introduced  by  Franklin  to  Livingston,  Apr.  27, 1783. 
Dbnmauk — 

Kestitutiou  of  American  prizes,  protest  against.     Franklin  to  Bernstoff,  Dec.  22, 
1779. 

Relations  with.     Franklin  lo  Congress,  May  31,  lltiXi. 

Declaration  of  neutrality  of.    Adams  to  Congress,  Aug.  14, 1780. 

Complains  of  seizure  of  tho  shi[>  Providence.     Vergenncs  to  Franklin,  Apr.  23, 1782. 
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Dm  MARK— Continued.  4 

rro|iaaa1sfor  tioat;  with.     Itoaencrtiic  to  iVatlvrsdorff,  I'uLi.  !£i,  ITS);  iVnitttln  to  ^ 

Ro*4Hcrinu,  Apr.  13,  ITS3. 
Cooutor  project  of  trontj  wltli.     Uuttirroiin  to  frnHUiw,  Jiilj  9,  17HJ  j  J-VuhIIIii 

to  LiFi<iff«lon,  Jnly  '£1,  l7Kt. 
Claioia  on  la  bo  pnwaeil.     nnofultan  o/  Cangreaa,  Oat.  lfl>.  ITK). 
DiNMARK  AND  NoRWAY.    Tfoat;  butnoi>u  RiiHaia,  Swotloii,  Ilollaixl,  uuil.     JJamt  Iti 

t'o»jrcii«.Fol(.l,nei. 
DuBKTKsa,  Ilessiau,  lufty  bo  rocoived  in  tbo  Froiioli  atiuy.     lUcd  to  Liurrnt,  July 

20,  1780. 
Desrktio.v  of  LOYAUS'nt  b;  ItritUb  armies,     liitrtxluutiuti,  }  'M.    (Suu  /.oyaliif).) 

D'ESTAIKQ— 

Bniling  of  flwl  of.     /*iiJ.  JIV  tu  Congru;  Mar. !»,  17J8. 

Inforuis  Congrow  of  liia  apprnocU  nutl  uf  his  pUns,  July  8,  1778. 

S[>Dixl(s  of  his  support  of  Oerartl,  ali:.  ;  aotloii  of  Coagrwui  ou,  July  It,  177(4. 

Moveinouts  of,  Oerard  to  C^njfrgM,  Mivy 'J,  1770. 

Bipectwl  to  go  to  Amerioa.     t^armiehiiel  to  Dommiltm,  Jikii.  '.A',  1781. 

To  Luttrtit.     Freventeil  from  ()iaonil>»rklug  tronpe  iu  Virgiuia  by  Iho  BriliHli 

Hoot;  battle  batwoen  the  tivii  [loots,  Mnr.  10,  1781. 

From  Laimtt,  May  7,  1781.  j 

(See  Luternt  to  ValoHrha,  saino  ilnte. )  | 

VtWm.     Opinion  ofFmukliu.     Iiitru<li<ut)oii,  fi  11:3.  4 

Dlctmsotr,  cbosen  memlrar  uT  Coiuiuitteo   uf  Curi«flpuudFiii;e.     Sfcrcl  Journala  ^  ■ 

CmgrtM,  Not.  20.  1775. 
OicuHSOM,  tha  treachery  of  crew  of.    J.  Lm  to  CoMcm,  Apr.  ir>,  177G. 
Dionr— 

Ktora  PWnAfin,  Miir.  24,  1733. 

(.Sno  Fta»mtt  to  Wflft.if,  Biimo  date.) 
Fion  Carblmt,  Apr.  6,  1783. 

(Saa  Cwltten  to  iXjif,  uma  data.) 
From  Xtcia^flta,  Apr.  12,  1763. 
(See  Uviafitoa  to  iM^by,  aame  dttte.) 
bsoas,  "Mr.,''rw;aniineniledtoCongreM  for  aiuploymoDt  in  the  United  Slat«a.    A. 
Xm  to  CtmMltfes,  Deo.  6, 1777.    See  In trml action,  (200. 
To  jUdoM*.    Qiving  luforniation  ae  to  Engliali  affairs.    Diggta  to  Jdamf,  April  14. 

1780. 
Qia  doubtful  oliaraatet  and  charges  against  hlin.    /rf.    8oe  Iiitrodnotioa,}S20G. 
To  JdaM.    Conway's  and  Hartley's  motions  relative  to  America;  fallaoiouaneM 
of  the  hope  Conway  seems  to  outertain  of  peaoo  ivithont  tlia  independence  of 
America;  snapicioua  that  he  is  aiming  at  the  chief  oommand.  May  3, 1780. 
To  Aimm».     Qi*in£  English  news.  May  13, 1780. 

(See  Adama  to  filf  j<u,  sUting  position  of  the  United  SUtes,  Hay  13, 1T80.) 
Ilis  atrooioae  wickedness  iu  emboiiUng  money  given  him  to  distribute  amo)ig 
priaonen.   FneiMin  to  Roiito^  Apr.  1, 1781 ;  rra»k\\n  to  Jlt-oicH,  Aug.  G,  1781 ; 
iVtuOlfs  to  lay,  Aug.  30, 1781 ;  FrtmkXm  (4)  CanniHgAom,  Feb.  G,  17tS. 
Becoromended  by  Hartley,  Mar.  11, 1783. 
Addteasea  Franklin,  Mar.  33, 1783. 

ConvenaUon  with,  reported,    ^danu  to  fVanltfiN,  Mar.  33, 1762, 
Pranklio  has  no  oonfidence  in.     FraiikWn  to  Bartteg,  Apr.  S,  1782. 
OvLOMACY,  conflicting  flaws  as  to.     lutroduolion,  i  15. 
Eelationaof  toBnanceand  military  scieuco.    Ibid.,  H  iff- 
Poaiidedon,gi>od»eQBe.     Ibid.,  i  13. 
A  lyrtam  of  conitj  reating  on  aetlled  rulaa.    Ibtd.,  i  IS. 
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Diplomacy— Coutiiiucil. 

Aiita«;uui8ui  to  tht^do  ritluD  by  tbo  *'  militia"  school  of  stateamou.     Ihid,,  ii  15, 16. 
Viuwd  of,  held  by  Uuh  school.    Ibid,,  i  IG. 
licplics  by  Fmiikliii  and  Liviiigstou.     Ibid,,  $  17. 
l)ii»M).\iAOY,  rovolutiouary,  difliculties  of— 

i*^'oiii  ilH  doiuiislic  orgaiiizatiou.    libd.,  $  103. 
From  vacillation  of  Conj^ross.     Ibid,,  $  104. 
I'^roiii  ditlicullicii  of  coiuiuunicatiou.     Ibid,,  §  IQ^, 
From  iinnccrsriavy  uiultiplication  of  envoys.     Ibid.,  $  lOG. 
From  oxtratioonH  burdens.     Ibid,,  ^  107, 

Vvom  want  of  proper  funds  and  proper  aid  at  Paris.     Ibitl,,  $  708. 
FrmiL  delicacy  of  position  to  Franco.     Ibid.,  $  109. 
DilVorunco  of  opinion  as  to  stringency  oC  instrnotions.     Ibid,,  §  110. 
DirLo.MATic  AQBNT^f  Salaries  of.    Livingaton  to  CongreaM,  Nov.  18,  1781. 

(duo  Expai8C8,  MiHiatcra,  SalarieB,) 
Diplomatic coukkspondisncb  inllovolution.  DiiUculty  in  keeping  np.  IntFoductiun, 

*  105. 
Diplomatic  icxPKNBKs/ estimate  of.    /Idafiw  to  i'Van^/tJi,  Oct.  4, 1781 ;    LitdHgaton  to 
Confjrc98,  May  8,  d,  1782 ;  MorrU  to  Congress  May  8, 1782. 
(Sec  Salaries.) 
Diplomatic  mannbus.    Medium  to  be  observed  in  respect  to.    Adams  to  8.  Adams, 

Mar.  4,  1780. 
Diplomatists.   Adams'  views  of  qnaliQoations  for.    Adams  to  Livingston,  Feb.  5, 1783. 
DiSAitLKi)  PBUSON8.    Proclamation  of  the  States- General  that  provision  will  be  made 

for,  in  the  sea  service.    Adams  to  Congress,  Jan.  18, 1781. 
UissKNSioNS  brtwkkn  ministbks  AT  Pauis.  Circuuistanccs  Concerning.    Introdno- 
tiun,  ^  IOC,  12G,  140. 
I'rou4>odings  of  Congress  as  to.     Sept.  11,  22,  Oct.  15,  Deo.  7,  1778;  Jan.  20,  Mar. 
24,  27,  Apr.  3,  30,  May  3,  June  8, 10,  1779. 

DoiiUMAN — 

l^'rom  Comniitlce  on  Foreign  Affairs,    Made  agent  of  Congress  in  Portugal  July  11, 
1780. 
(See  Lovell  and  Tlonston  to  Dohrman,  same  date.) 
Respectable  character  of.    Jag  to  Lovell,  Oct.  27,  1880; 

DONIOL— 

His  views  as  to  Hoanmarchais.     Introduction,  $  58. 
Views  of  as  to  A.  Loo*s  din'eronces  witli  Franklin.     Ibid.,  ^  145. 
Views  of,  as  to  treaties  of  1778.     Ibid.,  $  45. 
DouDLB  DEALING  of  1G88  Contrasted  with  that  of  177G.     Ibid.,  $  8. 
DoucKUKB  to  foreign  olllcial^.   The  United  States  will  not  give.    Livingston  to  Dana, 

May  1,  1783.     Proceedings  of  Congress,  May  21,  178:J. 
DowLiN.    From  Frankiiii,  Feb.  9, 1780. 

(See  Franklin  to  Dowlin,  same  date.) 
DuAYTON,  W.  II.,  comnmnicates  to  Congress  aversion  of  French  and  Spanish  courts 
to  A.  Leo,  Apr.  30,  1779. 

DUUOUKG— 

His  position  as  to  America.     Introduction,  $  74. 

Characteristics  of.     Ibid.,  ^  74. 

Will  introduce  Deano,  and  procure  him  an  interview  with  Vergennes.     Commit- 
tee of  Correspondence  to  Deano,  Mar.  3,  1776. 

Misunderstanding  between  Beaumarchaisand.    Deane  to  Committee,  Aug.  18, 1776. 
Du  CoODiiAY.     See  Comlrag, 
DOMAS,  C.  W.  F.— 

His  public  services.     Introduction,  $  185. 

A.  Lee  is  directed  to  correspond  with.     Committee  to  A,  Lee,  Dec,  12, 1776. 
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DiiUAS — Coutinuetl.    _^ .^— . 

V'TioSil'TaHklii,,  Dec,  10,  mr>.     ^~~^^ 
^V^Sw  Iranktin  to  Jlmn;  wniiie  dato.)^ 

{Boa  tyankUm  t»  Huunut,  sonia  ilutfl.) 

To  KrankliH.  Aonupting  ap|M>iiiliuuiit  lut  cui'renpuuilDUt;  Aiiiariea  Hlinnld  raly 
iu  tlio  lint  plaoa  on  Fraiicit;  bas  ouiiforrcd  uii  lUo  aiil^onl  with  t)io  Prouoli 
milliliter  at  Ilnllmiil,  wlio  n  ill  aniiil  iiitiiioHal  lo  hia  0<mrt;^GQmjB)]mKl^,j[m) 
^^^^^iDiDy'a  lettt^ra  iii(orcii|iU!il;  uaii  r< riiiiiinnuil  nii  niighiooi';  refiNni 
iritli  Batisfactiiiii  to  hia  writiufra,  Apr.  'Ml,  17T<i. 

To  FraHkliu.     Atlitudo  of  Frauoo  at  iirosiiiit  uiilat  bi<  oiiu  iif  unii-iuh>rforciioe, 

Uay  14,  ma. 

Kroiri^l.I.i'i:,  July  G,  I77G. 

{St-o  A.  7.M  to  IJhiho*,  nnmo  ilato.) 
Kmiii  ihuKC,  July  Sti,  1770. 

<8w  Amm  U  Dmmm,  mum  dkta.) 
Tu  fomniii^.    Ulvt^acorrcniKiiiiluiioti  wiili  Fnii«hinl«WwiiiHoltaal|  nlMHa 

Dr.  Kllia  OS  »  ci.iiQi1uiitial  agdiit,  Aug.  U^  inC  '      ' 

Vlum  A.  Lcf,  Aag,  13,  1770. 

[Sao  A,  Ldd  to  IMhku,  anme  date>}  ' 

From  Dtaiic,  Auk.  IS,  1776. 

(Sra  Z)c>la«  tu  Dmntta,  sanio  dnto.) 
To  Committa.    NoT>-M]<|iDankuc(i  bo  far  of  "  HortalN;"  Mtl**!  in  null  of  DvMm} 
villcootiuuutoBct  m  aB»iit  ii<  IIolla««,  lMI*bl         '  -        ~     - 

i,iTn.  . 

rnm  W.  Zm,  Be|ib  10,  1776. 

(8m  W.Lmto  PauMi,  bmm  dftto.) 
hMM  Dna*,  8l»t  11,  1776. 

(8m  iXMM  t»  2>K*Mt,  Nuno  dftta.) 
From  .i.  £ce,  8e|>t.  33, 1776. 

(Sco  .4.  i^  to  Dmm4u,  Min«  d*to.} 
From  i^aatl^  Oct.  1,  1776. 

(a«o  Franklin  to  Dwmai,  mum  data.) 
From  Datne,  Oot.  3,  1776. 

(Seo  Dtaue  to  »■«!«(,  uuie  date.) 
From  Deane,  Oct.  G,  1776. 

(Sue  Deans  to  jOvBtai,  aaine  dat«.) 
From  DoMt,  Oct.  D,  1776. 

(Se«  Dtant  to  DHtaoi,  aatns  date.) 
From  DtaMt,  Oct.  13, 1776. 

(8«a  Dtmie  in  DuKtat,  same  dato.) 
From  Carmiekatl,  Oct.  32,  1776. 

(9ee  Camictoel  to  DumoM,  aame  dato.) 
From  CommitUa,  Oct.  34,  1776. 

(Boo  Commillte,  toDaMu,  same  date.) 
From  CartuolHut,  Oct.  27,  177G. 

(See  ComicAiwI  to  Danuu,  same  date.) 
From  A.  Lee,  Hot.  15,  1776. 

(See  A.  Lee  to  DanM,  same  date.) 
From  Dean*,  Deo.  13,  1776.  . 

(Bea  Dtattt  to  D»nnu,  same  date.) 
.  From  i>Mit«,  Deo.  — ,  1776. 

(Bee  Deane  to  DumoM,  aame  dato.) 
From  Oumiduiel,  Jan.  81,  1777. 

(Bee  ComlcftMl  to  Dimai,  same  date.) 
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Dumas— CuuUiukmI. 

From  A,  Lee,  Jan.  26,  1777. 

(Sco  A,  Lee  i(>  JJumwtf  saiiio  date. )   • 
Fnnii  Franklin,  Jan.  29,  1777. 

(Soo  Franklin  to  Vuinan,  soino  date) 
From  IF.  Lee,  Mar.  21,  1777. 

(Soo  JV,  Lee  to  Duman,  same  date.) 
From  Dcane,  Ajjr.  2,  1777. 

(Soo  Deane  to  /}i«ma«,  aamo  dato.) 
Payniout  to,  by  Doauo,  Apr.  2,  1777. 
To  Committee,  as  to  kiH  Borvicos,  Apr.  19   1777. 
From  Cannichael,  Apr.  28,  1777. 

(Sco  CarmicJiacl  to  Duman,  sanio  dato.) 
From  Committee,  May  8,  1777, 

(Soo  Commi<<ec,  to  Dumae,  same  date.) 
From  Cannichael,  May  9,  1777. 

(Soo  Carmic^a«2  to  Dumae,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  May  12,  1777. 

(Soo  Franklin  to  Dumas,  same  date. ) 
To  Committee.    Uses  signature  of  "Couoordia;''  iuforuiation  from  Tlio  Hague, 

May  16,  1777. 
From  Dcane,  Juno  7,  1777. 

(Sco  Dcane  to  Dumas,  Hamo  date.) 
From  CarmtcAacI,  Juno  13,  1777. 

(Soe  Cannichael  to  i>NfiuM,  same  date.) 
To  Committee.    Complains  of  embarrassed  i>osition  and  gives  information,  Aug. 

22,  1777. 
To  Committee.    Condition  of  anfairs  in  Holland,  Oot.  14,  Doc.  16,  1777. 

(Sco  Van  Berckcl  to  Dnmas^BMiio  date.) 
Fnim  Franklin,  Apr.  10, 1778. 

(Sco  Franklin  to  Dnmas^  snino  dato.) 
From  Commianioncrti,  Apr.  10, 1778. 

(Soo  Franklin,  Lee,  and  Adams  to  />uma9,  same  date.) 
From  Committee,  May  14, 1778. 

(Sco  Morris^  R,  JL  Lee,  and  Lorell  (^  Dm nuM,  samo  date.) 
From  A.  Lee,  Juno  4, 1778. 

(Sco  A.  Lee  to  Dumas,  samo  dato.) 
From  Fan  Berckel,  Ju]y  31,1778. 

To  Committee.    View  of  Dutch  affairs,  Oot.  27,  Nov.  4,  10,  13,  177a 
To  Van  Berckel.    Affairs  in  Holland,  Aug.  17, 1778. 
From  Van  Berckel.    Saying  tbat  Amstonlam  bas  no  power  to  make  treaties,  Sept. 

22,  1778. 
From  Commissioners,  Oct.  16, 1778. 

(See  Franklin  ei  al.  to  />Nnia9, samo  date.) 
To  Commissioners.    BritiNb  intorforonco  m  Holland,  Nov.  26,  Deo.  3, 18, 25,  1778. 
From  Franklin,  Mar.  18, 1779. 

(Soe  Franklin  t<o  Dumas,  samo  date. ) 
From  Chaumont,  Sept.  2, 1779. 

(Soe  Chaumoni  to  Dtcmoa,  samo  date.) 
From  FaM^M^on,  Nov.  11,1779. 

(See  Vauguyon  to  Dumas,  same  date.) 
To  Vauguyon,  naval  affairs,  Nov.  11, 13, 1779. 
From  Vauguyon,  Nov.  12, 1779. 

(See  Vauguyon  to  Dumas,  same  date.) 
From  Vauguyon,  J^OY.  17,1779. 

(See  Vauguyon  to  Dumas,  same  date.) 
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Dtiu  AS— Coot  Inn  od. 

From  J.  P.  Joan.  Deo.  13. 1T79. 

(S«e  Dimuu  to  Jona,  narao  iliit«. ) 
Ktom  J.  P.  Jonet.  Dec.  17,  ;77a. 

(Sco  Jonet  la  i>iiNiaa,  sanie  llat«.) 
From  J.  r.  Jona,  Dec.  27, 177D. 

(Soe  Jonrt  to  Ohiuu,  tamo  (IdU>.) 
Til  ronjrfw.     Itoporls  coiiilrtion  of  nlTiiira  in  Ilciltiiiiil,  .Iiiii.  1,  13,Aliir.  I 

Muj-  IS.Sopt  14.20,1)00.  !).  ITTD. 
To  raKgaxcH.     ToltM  nclioii  in  case  of  I'bhI  Joi.ob.  Nov.  (t.  U,  111,  1770. 
To  CamgrtM.  Doc.  10, 11.  30, 1770. 
From  /i'a>il.-Ii)),Jau.S7,  naO. 

(Smi  /Vantliit  to  Diimat,  iamn  i1nt«.) 
Tn  VoKgraa.     Snnils  ])lBn  of  treaty ;  i;>vna  vlon-n  ni 
To  C^Hffrrn.     tlia  claim  for  lomiiiieratloii  for  Bcrvl 
FiDDi  nwiJtlin,  Mar.  30,  1780. 

(Soo  Franklia  lo  Z>Nm<ia,  «iiin«  data.) 
From  fYanklw,  JInr.  30, 1J80. 

(See  Franklin  to  Dannt,  snme  ilnli.-. ) 
TDCoiigren,     lojiir;  doao  him  b;  W.  I^d  ;  nlTaitFiiii  Mullaii'l,  A['r.  1:1,1780. 
Prom  ^rmiktiii.     Pi>rsuna1  nclvloi-,  Apr.  1'i,  I7W. 
To  C»»grcM.     AfTuira  In  Holland.  May  2i.  USO. 
From  AnitUin,  June  G,  1780. 

(Soo  Praiikltn  to  Duma*,  saiiio  date. ) 
From  ..^daMi,  Jtiiio  Q,  17t<0. 

(Soo  Jifdroj  to  iJiiniiM,  Bumo  ilato.) 
From  FrankliB.  Jimo  32. 1780. 

(See  lyaiiklin  to  1>uinii<,  eitiiio  ilatu.) 
Uiifuiiuilpd  ctitieisiiiB  or,  iiy  W.  L.ip.      FF.  £«.  to  .Jrfnin»,  July  8, 1780. 
8pok«n  blgklf  ot    L»erlt  to  Hhmm,  Jul}  10. 1700. 
ToConfrau.    Aa  to  Dutch  afTain,  Jnly  13,S3,  17t». 
From  Carmldiael,  Jaly  24,  17B0. 

(See  Carmickatlto  Dkvku,  tftmedaiO.) 
To  On^tui.     DoHires  formal  conimiaiiiun ;  narrates  liU  Rcrvices  and  atdu  com- 

peuMtlon,  July  SS,  17»0. 
To  Cowgreu.     Aa  to  Into  European  cventa,  S^iil.  1^  Oct.  3, 1760 
From  J.  P.  Joum,  Sept.  8,  17(». 

(See  Joan  lo  J>iimiM,samo  date.) 
PromoUouof,  rsconimeniled.     lAringiloit  to  Cougras,  Sc|it.  II,  12, 1780;  tAvimfiton 

to  i>axu,Sepl.  IS,  1T80. 
To  CangrtM.     RsTTative  of  affairs  iu  Holland, Sept.  !fft,  1780. 
From  Franklin,  Oct.  3,  1780. 

(See  fVaNfelia  to  i)HiNa«,  same  date.) 
To  Congrmt.    Late  Bnropoan  evonta,  Sept.  12,  Oct.  2, 1780. 
From.i<litMt,0«l.4,  1780. 

(Boe  Jdeau  to  Duma*,  aninc  date. ) 
Letleta  from  London  to,  Oct.  (i,  1780. 

To  Comgrtu.     Detailing  ltii[>rl«oninont  ami  capture  of  11.  Laiireim,  Oot.  C,  1780. 
From  R-anklln,  Oct.  9, 1780. 

(See  Franklin  to  Damai,  namn  dale. ) 
Hii  critical  poaltlon  at  Ilollaud.     Carmichaet  to  CoMMiirre,  Nov.  S8, 1780. 
Fiem  Franklin,  Dee.  3,  I7S0. 

(See  Franklin  to  Jfumai,  noinn  dale.) 
ToCongrtM.    Attitudoof  llolland  t«  SlrJ.  Yurke;  projectoftroaty  with  Uutted 
Bute*,  Dee.  Ill,  1780. 
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Dumas— Continaod. 

From  Morris,  Doc.  24, 1780. 

(See  Dumaa  to  MorrU,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Jan.  38, 1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Dnmaa,  same  date.) 
To  Congress,  Good  uuderotanding  between  Holland  and  Rugsia  In  regard  to  nen- 
trality;  nip tn re  between  Roiisla  and  England;  application  sbou Id  be  made 
to  the  quadruple  alliance  for  an  acknowledgment  of  tbe  independence  of  tbe 
United  States;  sbipment  of  grain  refused  to  England;  departure  of  Sir  Jo- 
seph Yorke,  Feb.  5,  1781. 
To  Congress,    Decision  of  tbe  court  of  Holland  as  to  the  conduct  of  the  regency 

of  .Amsterdam  not  given,  Fob.  22, 1781. 
To  Congress.    Empress  of  Russia  offers  to  mediate  between  Holland  and  England, 

Mar.  2, 1781. 
To  Congress,    Empress  of  Russia  renews  her  offer  of  mediation ;  the  court  of  Jus- 
tice making  up  its  decision  on  the  conduct  of  the  regency  of  AmsterdaiU| 
Mar.  5, 1781. 
To  Congress,    Holland  accepts  mediation ;  decision  of  the  court  of  Justice  as  to 
the  regency  of  Amsterdam ;  inaction  in  Holland  contiuues;  St.  Eustatia  cap- 
tured by  the  British ;  England  refuses  the  mediation  of  Russia ;  merohautM  of 
Auistordam  ask  those  of  Rotterdam  to  Join  with  them  in  asking  the  Englinh 
to  restore  the  goods  taken  at  St.  Eustatia,  who  refuse,  Mar.  22,  Apr.  2,  1781. 
From  Bedaulx,  Apr.  28, 1781. 

(Soo  Bedaulx  to  Dumas ^  same  date.) 
To  Congress,    Affairs  iu  Holland,  May  1, 1781. 
From  Franklin,  May  4, 1781. 

(Soo  Franklin  to  Dumas,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.    Affairs  in  Holland,  May  1,1781. 
From  Franklin,  Aug.  G,  1781. 

(Sue  Franklin  to  DMma«,samo  date.) 
From  jPranikaii,  Aug.  10, 1781. 

(Soo  Franklin  to  Dumtis,  same  date. ) 
To  Congress.    Affairs  in  Holland,  Aug.  23,  Oct.  11, 1781. 
From  Livingston,  Nov.  28, 1781. 

(Sec  Livingston  to  />ii»ia9,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.    Affairs  iu  Holland,  Jan.  7, 1782. 
*    To  Congress.     Itecoption  of  Adams,  Jan.  15, 1782. 

Tu  Congress,    Advaiitagos  of  a  lioiiso  for  tlin  logattoo,  Apr.  4, 1782. 
To  Livingston.    Affairs  in  Holland,  Mar.  21),  May  10,  Juno  1, 1782 
From  J  dams.  May  2, 1782. 

(Soo  ^(2aiii«  to  Dff ma«, same  date.) 
To  Livingston.     Information  from,  Aug.  IG,  1782. 
From  Livinghton,  Sept.  5,  1782. 

(Soo  Livingston  to  Dnmas,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  Sept.  12,  1782. 

(Soo  Livingston  to  Danvas,  same  dato.) 
To  Congress.     Narrative  of  affairs  in  Holland,  Nov.  15,  1782. 
To  Livingston.     Keeout  events  in  Holland,  Dec.  12,  1782. 
To  Livingston,     Local  affairs  in  Holland,  Doc.  17,  1782. 
From  Adams,  Jan.  1,  1783. 

(Soo  Adams  to  Dnmas,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston,    Plan  to  send  Dutch  minister  to  the  Unito<l  States,  Jan.  11,  1783. 
To  Livingston.     Diplomatio  affairn,  Jan.  20,  1783. 
To  Adatns,    Diplomatic  affairs,  Jan.  28,  1781. 
(Replied  to  by  Adams,  Jan.  20,  1783.) 
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DoiUS  •CoDtiniied. 

To  dimmt.    Diplomiitio  ftffftli%  Jan.  30»  1783. 

T»  Aitm§»    Onenras  eondlUoiu  of  poMo  inpooed  on  Uollftnd ;  Yngnuumf  txplm- 

antlon  of  proolpliMioy  of  poMo,  Fob.  4, 1783. 
FtraB  iMoMf ,  Fob.  5»  1783. 

(8oo  Aimau  to  Dmauu^  Bamo  date.) 
To  itfdoflM.    CoDlinnod  Datoh  diffiooltioo  m  to  poMO,  Fsb.  18, 1783. 
To  JUfia^ifOii.    Stoling  oppoioimoiil  of  Von  Berokol  m  mlnistor  to  tbo  United 

BUkm,  Alar.  4,  5, 1783. 
To  4itm§,    Inotriiotiono  no  to  poaoo,  Mor.  4,  6^  1783. 
T^  rMofffon.    Afikin  io  Holland,  Mar.  87,  Ai«.  18, 1783. 
Fmoi  XMafffon.    Congrevo  has  takon  no  notion  In  bio  oaso  (no  date). 
To  XloioftfM.    DifflcnlUeo  witb  Dutob ;  Britiob  iioaeo,  Maj  8, 1783. 
Tb  ririaffloa.    Ao  to  Dntcb  affaini  and  I  bo  minion  of  Van  Borokot,  May  S5, 1783. 
T6  Simim  OmtmrmL    Snbinito  tioatiy  witb  tbo  United  States  ao  ratified,  Jnno  5, 1783. 
Flran  Afoi,  Jnno  19, 1783. 

(flee  JVvil  to  DmmM,  aauie  data.) 
To  LU4m0l9».    Ao  to  affairs  in  Holbuid,  Jnno  M,  83, 1783. 
Dumas  (General).    Introdnciion,  i  7a 

DoMKUUL  made  a  Oreo  port  to  tbo  United  States.    Cofontfa  io  La  Frngetie,  Jan.  6, 1784. 
])oPo»CBAn,foeoniinondcd  as  an  oflleer.    Livin§$t9n  to  Can§rt§t,  Doe.  8, 1788.    See 

IntrodneUon,  f  7a 
DopOKTAiu    Notloo  of,  Introdnotion,  i  7a 
Oontraot  witb,  Feb.  13, 1777. 

Astfon  of  Oongcoss  as  to.    O0rmrd  to  Oovffren,  Jan.  15, 1779. 
Lstter  oommendlng.    livhig9ion  to  fHrnkHn,  Not.  84. 1781. 
Cosiinendod  to  Vergennea.    J>^mmkiim  to  Vsrfeassi,  Fob.  8, 1788. 
Dcebam'b  OA0B.    iMgene  to  ZAvlitgilon,  May  17, 178:1. 
DoiAT.    From  XoJonie,  Dee.  11, 1781. 

(See  Xojffma  to  Dsral,  same  date.) 
Dutch  politics.    (See  Netkerlatidif  Adawu,  DHmaSf  Franklin,) 
DuTCU  81I1P8  exempted  from  oapinro.    FrankUn  to  agent  of  emi$er$f  May  30, 1780. 

E. 

Eoovoirr.    Importance  of,  in  pnblio  ailiiirs.    Franklin  to  Morri$,  Nov.  G,  1781. 
Blurt.    From  Dana,  Jan.  17,  1782. 

(Soo  Da^a  to  Ellery,  sauio  dato.) 
liiKRSTKiif,  sbip.    Case  of.    Lnzerne  to  TAvingntonj  Feb.  18, 1782 ;  Livingfton  to  Lnzerne, 

Fob.  80,  1782;  Licing9toh  to  Congru9,  Fob.  21,  17B2. 
Kluoti,  Britisb  inioistcr  at  Iksrlin,  charf^oil  witb  abstractiiifi;  A.  Loo*i!  pnpot-H.     A,  Lcc 
to  CcmmUiioiieri,  Jiino  2d,  1777,  witb  note :  Frederick  the  Great  to  MaHtam, 
Juno  30, 1777.    (Soo  Intro<Uiotion,  ^  144, 150,  Vnff.) 
Elus.  Dr.,  on  intermediary  in  foroign  nof^tiaiions  of  177G.    A.  T^ee  io  Dumaif  July 

G,  177G*,  Vnwuui  io  Ckmmittee,  Aug.  10,  177G. 
Sloqurnck,  euitivatod  witb  ])ooiiUar  caro  in  ropublicA.     Adamn  to  Congrc9n^  Sopl.8, 

1780. 
Enbdrn,  port  of—  % 

Affonls  a  good  market.     W,  Lm  to  rAom«o«,  Jan.  2,  1778. 
RefnMHl  by  FrMloricIc  to  CoiigreM.    Introdnciion,  $  01. 
Empkror  JoSKPil  II.    Policy  of,  towards  Amorico.    /frid.,  $  OG. 
£j|pRR8S  Catiirrink  II.    P(»1lcy  of,  towards  America.     Ihid,,  $$  9:1,94. 

(800  Catherine  11  y  BHsMa,  Dana,) 
EiroiNRKRa — 

Resolntion  of  congrom  directing  committou  to  cngngn  Horvicos  of.    Seeret  Jour- 
nale  0/  Congrene,  Dec.  2,  177.^). 
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Dumas— Continaod. 

From  Morris,  Dec.  24, 1780. 

(Soo  Duma$  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Jan.  38, 1781. 

(8ee  Franklin  to  Dumas,  same  date.) 
To  Congress,  Good  uuderstandiug  between  Holland  and  Russia  iu  regard  to  nen- 
trality;  rupture  between  Russia  and  England;  application  should  be  made 
to  the  quadruple  alliance  for  an  acknowledgment  of  the  independeuoe  of  the 
United  States;  shipment  of  grain  refused  to  England;  departure  of  Sir  Jo- 
seph Yorke,  Feb.  5,  1781. 
To  Congress.    Decision  of  the  court  of  Holland  as  to  the  conduct  of  the  regency 

of . Amsterdam  not  given,  Feb.  22, 1781. 
To  Congress.    Empress  of  Russia  offers  to  mediate  between  Holland  and  England, 

Mar.  2, 1781. 
To  Congress.    Empress  of  Russia  renews  her  offer  of  mediation ;  the  court  of  Jus- 
tice making  up  its  decision  on  the  conduct  of  the  regency  of  Amsterdani| 
Mar.  5. 1781. 
To  Congress.    Holland  accepts  mediation ;  decision  of  the  court  of  Justioo  as  to 
the  regency  uf  Amsterdam ;  inaction  in  Holland  continues;  St.  Eustatia  cap> 
tared  by  the  British;  England  refuses  the  mediation  of  Russia;  merohautH  of 
Amsterdam  ask  those  of  Rotterdam  to  Join  with  them  in  asking  the  EngliHh 
to  restore  the  goods  taken  at  St.  Eustatia,  who  refuse,  Mar.  22,  Apr.  2,  1781. 
From  Bedanlz,  Apr.  28, 1781. 

(Soo  Bcdanlx  to  Dumas,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.    Affairs  iu  Holland,  May  1, 1781. 
From  Franklin,  May  4, 1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Dumas,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.    Affairs  in  Holland,  May  1,1781. 
From  i'VaiiWiw,  Aug.  6, 1781. 

(Sue  i'rani:/iii  to  DuffKM, same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Aug.  10, 1781. 

(Sec  Franklin  to  Dumas, Rnme  date.) 
To  Congress.     Affairs  in  Holland,  Aug.  23,  Oct.  11, 1781. 
From //tt'i;t(/9<0)i,  Nov.  28, 1781. 

(See  Livingston  to  Dunuis, same  date.) 
To  Congress.    Affairs  iu  Holland,  Jan.  7, 1782. 
*    'Vo  Congress.    Reception  of  Adams,  Jan.  15, 1782. 

To  Congress.    Advantages  of  a  house  for  the  legation,  Apr.  4, 1782. 
To  Livingston.    Affairs  in  Holland,  Mar.  21),  May  10,  June  1,1782 
From  Jdams,  May  2, 1782. 

(See  Adams  to  D}(ma«,Ramo  date.) 
To  Livingston.     Information  from,  Ang.  10, 1782. 
From  Livingston,  Sept.  5,  1782. 

(Soo  Livingston  to  Dumas,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  Sept.  12,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Dumxts,  same  date. ) 
To  Congress.     Narrative  of  affairs  in  Holland,  Nov.  15,  1782. 
To  Livingston.     Recent  events  in  Holland,  Dec.  12,  1782. 
To  Livingston.     Local  affairs  in  Holland,  Doc.  17,  1782. 
From  Adams,  Jan.  1,  1783. 

(Soo  Adams  to  Dumas,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston.    Tlau  to  send  Dutch  minister  to  the  Unite<l  States,  Jan.  11,  1783. 
To  Livingston.     Diplomatic  affairs,  Jan.  20,  1783. 
To  Adams.     Diplomatic  affairs,  Jan.  28,  1781. 
(Replied  to  by  Adams,  Jan.  29,  1783.) 


TBIiLIMlNAlU    IN01':X. 

Dutt*8 —Contimiwl.  ^ 

To  Adam:     DI|>liiniAtio  nlTnirs,  Jau.  30,  1783. 
To  ddamt.     Ouomtis  ooudUialla  of  pencfl  impuBnil  on  tlollniiil  j  VnTgRuni>N,  ospl 

u&tion  a{  precipituuvy  uf  jionov,  tVl).  >!,  1T8J. 
Proui  Adamt,  Fob.  ^,  I7ri:<. 

(Si^o  ^(jami  to  Piimai,  Huiio  datv.) 
To  jJdaau.     Coutiniied  Dutch  dimciiltioti  nr  to  poliOl^,  Fob,  IR,  ITS3. 
To  UuiNrrafoM.     Statiiij;  appniDtniRiil  of  Vnii  ni-rokcl  m  iiitiilstnr  to  tbn  Unitnl 

SUtM,  Mar.  4,  5,  1783. 
To  Aiam*.     IimI niotioua  im  ti>  iwuco,  Miir.  'I,  t!,  liHll. 
To  liwi»g»ioH,    Allnirs  iu  llull»iiil,  Mar.  27,  Apr.  la,  \''ia. 
From  LilHHytloN.     Congre^a  tina  bikau  no  utioii  in  fain  own  {iiii  ilnlu). 
To  lAvingtlan.     DilliciillicB  iritli  Dutch ;  liritlnh  ponio,  Miiv  B,  t7K<. 
To  UpJ*|i«ioi>.     An  to  DiiMi  uirairaiiiiil  ihom[saioii  of  Vii«  Kitri^kol,  Mity  -ri,  ITFtl. 
To Stalt*  Gmral,    Hiiliinita  ttcntr  nilli  tliu  IJuiUMl  SlitI«Hiiarutiliu<1,  Juno 5, 178.1.    ' 
Prow  ftijri.  Juno  lU,  I7H3. 

(Soo  FofTcl  to  iJamnt.  Kimi-  (lain.) 
To  LiPing*loit.    Ai  to  uniiira  In  IIoIIauiI,  Juno  3D.  XI,  ITl^il. 
I>VM>t9  (Gnncrah.     IntrnilneLioii,  (  7a 

£>UNKiitK  mwlu  a  tree  ]ii>i'C  Ui  tl>o  Uuit«il  Stikti-n.     CaloHim  In  /.^  r'n^nftr,  Jan.  5,  1784. 
Dtl  FoKCKftU,  ncoiniiioitilcil  an  an  olDcor.     lAi-'iKgilan  hi  I'liigra;  Unr-.'i,  17(6!.     Boo 

Introdualioii,  i  TK 
OUPORTAIL.     Notice  or,  Introiliirticin,  i  7>*. 
Contract  witb.  Fob.  l:t,  1777. 

Aolion  of  CottgrMU  aa  lo.     llerarit  tu  Cnunrcs.  Jiiu.  ir,,  17711. 
Latter  coin  men  iliug.     J.Miigtlan  to  Ftaiitliii,  Nov.  "M.  1T3I. 
Coniineudod  to  Vorgeauea.     F)'iiHkliH  tu  Vw-^raHM,  Fob.  Ill,  178S. 
I>t:RHAM'scAf)R.    Lyarift  U.  l.iv!»giilon,  Haj'  IT,  ITSi. 
UuHAT.     From  Lmeme,  Uco.  11,  1781. 

(S«e  Lmo-uit  to  Daml,  kmiio  ilutii. ) 
I^^--^CII  rOLiTIc-S.     {Boa  TfelhcrlaiiHii,  Adamri.  Ilnmat.  I'ratikliu.) 

t^arcafluipsuumpted  from  oapturo.    AvaUi*  to  A^ail  o/ crslMrf ,  Hoy  30, 1780. 


Bgokout.     ImportaDU  of,  in  pnblio  kltuira.     FraMhlU  to  MorrU,  Not.  5,  1781. 
KcLiRT.     From  Dana,  Jan.  IT,  17EU. 

(8oa  Alia  to  BXltrg,  miuo  ilato.} 
'^lumUN,  abip.     CaMOf.    CHitrat to  Livin^ifon,  Feb.  IH,  17iK;   r.iRiniifloa  tn  Latiiut, 

Feb.  90,  1T82 ;  Xicliijfloi.  to  CoHgrtm,  Fob.  31,  ITOi. 
■^■•LiiiTT,  BriUab  inloiatcr  at  Borlin,  cIinT^oil  witli  ubetmctin);  A.  Lod'h  p.-iiiora.     A.  Lre 
to  ComaUMiOKtrt,  Jiiiio  26,  177T,  with  note :  Fraltriek  Iht  Grtat  to  Maltinm, 
June  30,  ITT7.    (800  Iiitro.lnctlmi,  ($  144,  IM,  1!K  ff. ) 
^l-ua.  Dr.,  an  lutanDediary  in  forelKi)  noKotiatious  of  ITTIi.     A.  I^ce  to  Unmat,  Jnlj- 

6,  177G;  D»mat  to  Conmiffas,  Ang.  10,  17TG. 
^UiquitMcie,  oultlratod  wltli  |>ooiiUar  caro  iu  repuklioa.    Adnw  to  Oongrttn,  Sopl.  B, 

iTeo. 

Embbioi,  port  of —  * 

Afforila  %  good  marhot.     W.  /.m  to  TAcmmh,  Jnn.  2,  177R 
Befiisrd  by  Freilorir.k  to  Congrrm.     IiitrudDOtlon,  %  01. 
I^HPRfiOK  JoBBTII  II.    Policy  of,  lownrds  Ainoricn.     IhiA.,  }  00. 
Wmss  Catiibrikk  II.     ri>liuy  of,  towards  Ainorioa.     Ihid.,  H  'J3,IM. 

(Soo  Cathtrime  J  I,  JiHmJn,  Dana.) 
ERaiNRRRS— 

Betolntiouof  oongroMH  ilin-ctiiiK  coinnilttiM)  tn  ongngn  aorTisoa  of.    3eorr.l  Joht- 
««!*«/ CMffrow,  Ue.!.  a,  1775, 
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Engineers— Continned. 

Daiiias  18  Askod  to  ongage.    FrankJin  to  Duma$,  Doc.  lO,  1775.    (Seo  Dmim  to 

CommitUe,  Ang.  18,  177G.) 
French,  engaged  by  Congress.    Lovell  to  WMhingUmf  July  84,  1777.      (See  Dm- 
Portail) 
England  (see  Britainy— 

Alienation  from.    Introdnction,  $  20. 
English  corruption  in  poutirs.    Ibid,,  $  7. 

English  hostility  and  AititoGANCB  to  the  United  States,    /frkf.,  H97ff, 
English  liberalism.    Emigration  of,  to  the  United  States  before  its  deterioration 

under  Cromwell,  Charles  II,  and  James  II.    Ibid,,  $  8. 
English  ubvolutions.    Parallelism  of,  with  American.    Ibid,,  $  8. 
English  statesmen  of  16d8~ 

Donblo  dealing  of,  in  revolution  of  1680.    Ibid.,  $  8. 
DifTorences  of  opinion  of,  as  to  American  Revolution.    Ibid,,  $  27^. 
English  politics — 

Survey  of.    A,  Lee  to  Dnmae^  Nov.  15,  1776. 
Effect  of,  on  peace.    La  Fayette  to  ]Aving»Um,  Jnue  25, 1782. 
Estaing.     (See  d^E$taing,) 

Executive  authority.    Growth  of.    Introduction,  $  209. 
Etombe — 

Conmiissiouod  as  French  consul-general  for  Now  England.    Lnterne  to  Cimgreee, 

Aug.  23,  Sept.  7,  1781. 
Appointed  French  consul  for  New  England.     Congre$9,  Mar.  16,  1784. 
Europe.    Sympathy  of,  with  America.    Commiaaioner$  to  Committee,  Mar.  12, 1777 ; 

Franklin  to  Cooper,  May  1,  1777.     (See  Dnmae  to  Franklin,  Apr.  :I0, 1776.) 
European  powers.   Ministers  at  Paris  instrncted  to  mako  interest  with,  Oct  16, 1776. 
Everett,  E.— 

His  opinion  of  Adams.     Introduction,  $  132. 
His  opinion  of  Morris.     Ibid.,  $  183. 
Exchange  of  prisoners— 

Conforenco  with  Hartley  as  to,  Juno  16,  1778. 

Importance  of.     Franklin  to  Congress,  Nov.  5,  1781 ;  Livingston  to  Franklin,  Nov. 
9, 1782.     (See  Prisoners.) 
Expenses  of  minister.    What  arc  to  bo  regarded  as  such.    Adams  to  Franklin,  Oct. 
4,  1781 ;  Franklin  to  Adams,  June  11, 1783;  Adams  to  Oerry,  Sept.  7, 1783. 
(See  Salaries.) 
Exports.    Impolicy  of  taxes  on.    Franklin  to  Lovell,  July  22, 1778. 

r. 

Fabianism.   Charge  of,  against  constructive  revolutionary  statesmen.    Introdaction, 

$5. 
Fagan.    Certain  privileges  given  to.     Commissioners  to  Sartine,  Oct.  2,  1778. 
Fair  Play,  brigantine.    Franklin  to  Sartine,  June  27,  1780. 
Falkland— 

Precedent  for  American  compromisers.    Introduction,  $  8. 

Illustrating  the  position  of  intermediaries  in  civil  wars.     Ibid.,  ^  197. 
False  reports  of  British  campaigns,  sent  through  A.  Loo's  secretaries.    I  bid.,  f  152. 
Falsification  op  American  documents.    (Soo  Forgery.) 
'*  Family  compact''  of  Lee  family.    Jay's  view  oC    Introduction,  J  153. 
Farmers  General— 

Contract  of  Commissioners  with,  .Jan.  17,  1777. 

Agreement  for  sale  of  tobacco  to,  Mar.  24,  1777. 

From  Morris,  Nov.  4,  1783. 
(Soo  Morris  to  Farmers  General,  Banio  date.) 
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"Favorbd  Hatiom."    Moaning  of  tonn.    CommUtUmen  to  Xlbyif»  Jmi.  96, 1779. 
FiKDiHAifD  or  BRUHSWicKy  8ii|{gOBtocl  OS  gonoraliMioM  for  Amoiieft.    Introdaetion, 

f  77.    Demm§  to  Commiitee^  Doo.  G,  1776. 
FmoM  (Frenoh  offlUier),  notice  of.    Introdaetion,  i  78. 


Close  eooneotlcm  of,  with  diplomeey.    IntrodaetloD|  H  1, 14. 
Bmden  of  tbem  on  Franlcliu.    I  kid.,  H  113,  lia 
loqnoved  eonditkm  of.    Gerrf  to  Adamt,  Iffaj  5,  1780. 
Fdcakcs  Dspabtmkkt— 

Oqpuiiiation  of.    Jetton  of  Conffrmt,  Feb.  7,  1781. 

Bnporintendent  of.    EtecUon  of  Morrie  as.    Monrl$  to  Cowffrm9,  Mar.  IS,  1781. 
Proper  eyetem  of.    MorrU  to  CammitUef  Mar.  90, 1781. 
Baperintendent.    Powers  of.    AoUom  of  Comgrem,  Apr.  91,  1781. 
FuiAiccKS  OF  THK  UifiTKD  STATES  AT  PKACK.    Disorder  of.    X^eisfttos  to'lVaiiUdi, 

Jan.  G,  1783. 
FwAXOiAi.  DimouLTiBS  I2f  1781-W  (see  FrauhHm—Morrit). 

FnrAKCiAL  STSTBMS  ov  ENGLAND  AND  FRANCS.    AdatM  to  Ccnffrui,  Mar.  99, 1781. 
Fini.    Arrival  of  five  Tsssels  of,  and  diffloaltles  enoouotered.    Detmr  to  CammiUse, 

Ang.  18;  1776. 
FttiinuBS,  Newfonndland. 

Great  injury  wonld  be  done  and  reemits  for  Nary  obtained  by  an  expedition  to 

destroy.    Dmme  to  CowmUUeef  Not.  97, 1776 ;  Ilasse  to  Jisjr,  Deo.  3,  1776. 
Isard's  riews  reqoesfced  as  (o.    Adam$  to  /jrard.  Sept  90, 1778. 
▼ergeoneeP  tIsws  of,  in  1778.     Vmrfmnm  to  Osrsrd,  Mar.  90,  1778. 
Iisid's  Tiews  as  to.    /«ard  to  Adawu,  Sept.  94, 1778;  Adamtf  B^lg  to  Lutrd^  Sept. 

95,  1778. 
Constraetion  of  treaty  of  1778  as  to.    Jfard  to  AdomB^  Sept  98,  1778;  Adawku  to 

Xrsrd,  Oet  9, 1778. 
Pkoeeedings  of  Congress  as  to,  Feb.  93,  97,  Mar.  17,  19,  99,  94,  May  8, 19,  99, 
Jnne  3, 19,  94,  July  1, 19, 17,  99,  94,  99,  31,  Ang.  3,  13,  Sept.  0,  11,  95,  98,  Oct. 
4,  9,  13, 1779. 
Poniion  to  lie  taken  iu  respect  to.    Hvinf/9ion  to  J^awit/lii,  Jan.  7,  1782.     (Soo 
Adamif  journal  of  peao^negoUatwut.)   Straehetf  to  British  AIini$trjff  Nov.  8;  17&2. 
Jay  to  IdvingMlotif  Nov.  17, 1782. 
DIsenssed  by  Coininissionors.     Adams' journal  ^  Nov.  95, 1782. 
Tmo  policy  of  Franco  Is  to  admit  tlio  riglit  of  tlio  Uuitoil  Statos  to.    Livingston  to 

Jay,  Deo.  30, 1782. 
Continued  importance  of  diHcnsflion  of.     Adams  t-o  JAringntoHy  Fob.  5, 1783. 
Fraukliu's  zeal  in  support  of.    Jag  to  Franklin^  Sept.  11, 1783 ;  Adams  to  Franktittf 
8cpt  13, 1783. 
^UKRiER,  whale.     Projects  for  seizing.      Commissioners  to  Sartine,  Oct.  30,  1778; 

Commissioners  to  Congress,  Nov.  9,  1778. 
PnznsRDKRT.     Participation  of,  in  discussionn  on  treaty  of  pence.    Adams'  journal f 

Nov.  26, 1782,  et  seq, 
PiTz  Patrick,  General.    Uis  account  of  the  lawlessness  of  British  troops  in  America. 

Introduction,  $  22. 
Plrrt— 

British,    lll'sncccss  of  in  1779.     Carmichael  to  Committeef  Jan.  4,  1781. 
I'Vonch.     Disposition  of.     Sartinc  to  Vcrgcnnesy  Apr.  2G,  1778. 
Frcncli.     Importance  of,  in  Atlantic.     Commissioners  to  Vergennes,  Jan.  1,  1779. 
Spanish.    State  of.     Carmichael  to  Committee,  I'eb.  22,  1781. 
Klrdrt— 

Application  as  to  exchange  of.    Sartine  t-o  Commissioners,  Nov.  12,  1778» 
Modal  for  account  of.    Franklin  to  Congress,  May  31, 1780. 
Medal  for,  delivenMl.    I'Vanklin  to  Congress,  Aug.  9,  1780. 
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Flrury — Con  tlu  lied. 

From  Morris,  Deo.  3,  1781. 

(Seo  Morris  to  Flenrjf,  saiiio  date.) 
From  Morrill^  July  5, 1782. 
(Soe  Moiris  to  Fleurff,  Bame  date.) 
Flora,  The.    FraMin  to  Frsnoh  admiralifi,  May  IG,  1780;    Franklim  to  Ferfennei, 

June  18,  25, 1780. 
Florrncr.    Izard's  course  as  mluister  to.    Izard  to  Lanrenn,  Apr.  11, 1778.    IntiodDC- 

tioii,  $  178. 
Florida.    Spain  proposes  attack  oo.    MiralU$  to  LuMwne^  Nov^.2S,1779;  LuM^ne  to 
Cofi<7re»«,  Nov.  26, 1779. 
(See  Huntington  to  LusernSf  Dec.  IG,  1779.) 
Obtained  by  Spain  by  treaty  of  peace.    La  Fayette  to  LMngstan,  Feb.  5, 1783. 
Florida  Blanca — 

Notice  of.    Introduction,  $  88. 

Correspondence  as  to  relations  of  Spain  with  the  United  States.    (See  GorsiMaef, 

Jay.) 
Views  of,  as  to  Spanish  mediation.    Introdnctiou,  i  98. 
From  J.  LeSf  Mar.  17, 1777. 

(Soe  A.  Lee  to  Florida  Blanca,  same  date.) 
From  A.  Lee,  July  18, 1778. 

(See  A,  Leo  to  Florida  Blanoa,  same  date.) 
From  A.  Lee,  Dec.  17, 1778. 

(See  A.  Lee  to  Florida  Blanoa,  same  date.) 
From  A,  Lee,  Dec.  27,  1778. 
(See  A,  Lee  to  Florida  Blanoa,  same  date.) 
•  From  A.  Lee,  June  27, 1779. 

(See  A,  Lee  to  Florida  Blanoa,  same  date.) 
From  A.  Lee,  Doc.  16, 1779. 

(See  A.  Lee  to  Florida  Blanoa,  same  date.) 
To  Jay,  postponing  his  formal  reception,  Feb.  24, 1780. 
Conferences  with  Jay.    Jay  to  Congress,  Nov.  6, 1780. 
Correspondence  with  Jay  as  reported  by.    Jay  to  Livingston,  Apr.  28, 1782. 
To  Carmiohael,  advising  of  sale  of  English  frigate  Lord  Uowe^  brought  into  Cadiz 

as  prize,  Apr.  14, 1782.  '       ' 

From  La  Fayette,  Feb.  19,  1783. 

(See  La  Fayette  to  Florida  Blanoa,  same  date.) 
From  La  Fayette,  Feb.  22,  1783. 

(See  La  Fayette  to  Florida  Blanoa,  same  date.) 
To  Gal  fez.    Ah  to  Gardoqiii'H  mission  to  the  United  States,  Oct.  2,  1784. 
To  Carmiohael.    Qardoqiii's  mission  to  the  United  States,  Oct.  7,  1784. 
To  Congress.    Gardoqui's  mission  to  the  United  States,  Oct.  8,  17H4. 
FoLGRR,  Captain— 

Snspicious  conduct  of.    Committee,  to  Commissioners,  Jan.  12,  1778. 

Stealing  papers  of.    A  person  who  escaped  to  Euglaud  guilty  of.    Adams  to  Lovell, 

July  26,  1778. 
Criticism  on  loss  of  papers  papers  by.     A,  Lee  to  Committee,  Apr.  14,  1776. 
Ford,  Hrzrkiaii,  secretary,  to  A.  Lee — 
Disloyalty  of.     Intro<luotion,  $  150. 

Appointment  as  secretary  annonnced.    A.  Lee  to  Committee,  Sept.  9, 1778. 
His  treachery  reported     Governor  and  Legislature  of  Virginia  to  Congress,  Jan.  26, 
1779. 

FORRIGN  affairs — 

Incapacity  of  Congress  to  manage.    Madison  to  Jefferson,  June  10, 1783.    Introduc- 
tion, $209. 
Madison's  view  of,  in  1782.    Madison  t«  Randolph,  May  14,  1782. 
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FouoGM  ATrAiBa— Goniinaed. 

CommlUae  of  Comtpondeuoe  for.    (See  CawmUiee. ) 

Ondoal  deosdenee  of.    Introdaotion,  f  M03, 909.    ZomII  to  A.  Lm^  Jooe  13,  Aog. 

6^  1779, 
Uvliifstony  R.  B.,  appointed  Seereiftry  of,  Aug.  10, 17dl. 
Department    ReguUtiona  oil    CSM^rwt,  F^b.  98, 1783, /. 
Departient  ot    Oi^ganisation  of.    Inifodaotlon,  f  103. 

FoUaOH  AID— 

Neither  politic  nor  right  for  ns  to  depend  on,  too  ezolnsi vely.  t^rtrnVin  to  Mifrria, 
Not.  6, 1781. 

Contrast  of,  between  1686  and  1776.    See  Introdnetiou,  i  H. 
FoBnoN  INDKBTBDNMS  of  the  United  States  in  1784.    Pressure  of.    Marri$  to  Con- 

frwt.  Mar.  17,  Hay  6, 1784. 
FoBKioif  isiTBiia  in  RoTolntion.    Difllenlty  in  reoeiTiiig  and  transinittiug.    Intro- 

dnotion,  i  105. 

KOBBION  IflJIUTSBa— 

Aotion  of  Congress  as  to  distribntion  of  funds  by.  Sept  14,  1783. 

Mode  of  reception  of.    Action  of  Congress  as  to,  June,  19, 1783. 

Expenses  of.    Adawu  to  Oerrjf^  Sept  9, 178:1.   (See  iSrpaifet,  8alarle$.) 
Fomxoif  MUSEIUI8.   Policy  of  Congress  as  to.    FrankUn  to  A.  Lee,  Mar.  91, 1777.    (Soo 

I>^losiacjr.) 
Foiiuoir  POLIOT  ov  Comorbss.    Vacillating  character  of.    Iiitrodiiotion,  (  101. 
FoBBiGinua.   Rights  of,  to  be  secured.'    lAving$9on  to  Owemon  ofStaiit,  Feb.  18,  t#8i. 
FoaoBRT— , 

Of  resolution  of  Congress.    CkmmiUe$  of  Foreign  Ajfmin  to  Bingkam,  Apr.  90, 1778. 

Of  leiteis  of  Washington.    (See  note  to  MarMtf  Utter  of  Mar.  13, 1789.) 

Of  Anaericaa  documents  by  British  authorities.    lulroduction,  (  :i0. 

Fenooa  guilty  oil    Eztradition  of,  aslced.    BonAlnot  to  Corletoa,  Aug.  1, 178:1- 

FOBTH— 

Sent  to  sound  the  French  ministry  as  to  peace.  Franklin  to  Hartley,  Apr.  1.% 
1789. 

A  British  spy.    Introduction,  $$  150,  207. 
FonuBRGiLL,  Dr.— • 

Invitation  to  Franklin  to  confer  on  Aniorican  affairs.  FrankIMB  narrative  ofne- 
gotiatiom  at  London,  Mar.  22,  1775. 

Discussions  of  reconciliatory  nicasiiros  between  Fmnlclin  and.     Franklin^n  narra- 
tive of  negotiatione  at  London,  Miir.  22,  1775. 
Fox,  C.  J.— 

To  Qrenville.  As  to  peace  negotiations,  May  21,  31,  Juno  10, 1782. 

From  OrenvUle,  June  4,  1782. 
(See  Grenville  to  Fox,  same  date.) 

From  Orentdlle,  Jnue  6,  1782. 
(See  Chrenville  to  Fox,  same  date.) 

From  Grenville,  June  21,  1782. 
(See  Chrenville  to  Fox,  same  date.) 

CorrosiK>ndence  with,  on  peace  negotiations.  800  Franklin^ s  journal,  under  date 
of  July  1. 1782. 

Views  firiondly  to  commercial  treaty.    Lanrens  to  Livingston,  Aor.  5.  10,  178:t. 

To  FranKlm,    Introducing  Hartley,  Apr.  21,  1783. 

Desires  aooolute  independence  for  the  Unite<l  States.     Introduction,  i  31. 

iIo«ds  it  only  necessary  to  ratify  the  provisional  articles  to  make  them  dclini- 
tivo;  says  that  the  exclusion  of  United  States  ships  from  the  West  India 
trade  was  intentional ;  desires  a  United  States  minister  at  London.  Ijawrvnt 
to  mtnietere  at  ParU,  Aug.  9,  1783. 
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Fox,  C.  J. — Contiimed.  *       ' 

From  Franklin  Sept  5, 1783. 

(Soo  Franklin  to  Fox,  same  date.) 
Fox  AND  North.  Coalition  ministry  of,  censured.    Adanu  to  Xlvin^tfo*,  June 87, 1783t 
Jdama  to  Moiris,  July  5,  1783. 
Policy  of  government  of.    Introductioni  $$  31,  32. 
France — 

Growth  of  American  affection  for.    lhid,f  $$25,  33,  #. 

Policy  of,  to  the  United  States.    JTMd.,  $$  36,  /. 

Proceedings  in  cabinet  of  Louis  XVI.    THd,,  $$  39,  ^. 

lOffcct  of  battle  of  Saratoga,  on.    Ibid,,  $  44. 

Trontios  with.    Ihid,,  $  45. 

War  with  England  of.    Jbid  $  49. 

Obligations  of  United  States  to,  under  treaty  of  allianoe.    Ibid,,  H  109,  /l 

Stringency  of  instructions  to  commissioners.    Ibid,,  $$  109^. 

Diflftsroncos  between  commissioners  as  to.    Ibid,,  $  110. 

Hostility  to  England  based  on  treaty  of  1763.    Ibid.,  $  34. 

Policy  of,  in  sustaining  America.    Ibid.,  $  36. 

Uclations  with.     (See  Oerard,  VergenneB,  Luzerne,) 

Importauce  of  obtaining  supplies  from.     Committee  to  Deane,  Mar.  3, 1776. 

Position  of  ministry  of.     Dumas  to  Franklin,  Apr.  30,  1776. 

Position  of,  as  to  England  and  the  Colonies.    Dumaa  to  Commitiee,limy  14, 1776. 

Attitude  to  the  United  States  in,  Aug.,  1776.     Deane  to  CmnmUiee,  Aug.  16,  1776. 

To  be  urged  to  furnish  supplies  and  money.     Committee  to  Deane,  Oct.  1, 1776. 

Will  not  war  with  England,  but  will  furnish  supplies.    Reoord  of  Committee,  Oct. 

1,  1776. 
.  The  natural  ally  of  the  Colonies.    Deane  to  Committee,  Oct.  1,  1776. 
Reported  demand  ou,  by  England  for  surrender  of  American  yeasels.     ComwUttee 

to  Deane,  Oct.  1, 1776. 
Friendliness  of.    Deane  to  Committee,  Nov.  2,  1776. 
AHfaird  in.     Deane  to  Committee,  Nov.  28,  1776. 
Financial  embarrassment  of.     Deane  to  Committee,  Dec.  1,  1776. 
Importance  of  aid  from.     Morrie  to  Commieeionere,  Dec.  21, 1776 ;  Committee  to 

Commisaionere,  Dec.  30, 1776. 
Commission  of  Franklin  as  commissioner  to,  Jan.  1,  1777. 
Appeal  to,  by  American  commissioners,  Jan.  &,  1777. 
Application  to,  from  Congress.    Morrie  to  Commieeionere,  Jan.  14, 1777. 
Loans  by,  to  the  United  States  in  1776-^77.     ComrnxBeionere  to  Congreee  Jan.  17, 

1777.    (See  lieaumarchaia.  Introduction,  $  61  jf.) 
Friendly  temper  of,  to  the  United  States.    Commieeionere  to  Committee,  Jan.  17, 

1777. 
DirTiculties  as  to  position  of.     Carmichael  to  Dumas,  Jan.  21, 1777. 
Importance  of  aid  in  spring  of  1777.     Commissioners  to  Vergennes,  Feb.  1, 1777. 
Supplies  from,  not  received  on  Feb.  2, 1777.    Harrison  et  al,  to  Commissioners,  Feb. 

2, 1777. 
OfBcers  from,  volunteering  service.     Commissioners   to  Committee,  Feb.  6,  1777. 

Introduction,  $  78. 
Position  assumed  as  to  neutrality  in  1777.    Commissioners  to  Committee,  Mar.  12, 

1777. 
Officers  from.    Claims  of,  before  Congress.    Lovcll  to  Waehington,  July  24.  1777. 
Action  of,  as  to  American  privateers.     Vergcnnee  to  Oerard,  Aug.  21,  1777;  Deane 

t^  Morris,  Anj;.  23,  1777. 
Gives  covort  ussi.Htance.     Commissioners  to  Committee,  Sept.  8,  1777. 
Proposes  to  Spain  an  alliance  against  England.    Louis  XFI  to  Charles  III,  Jan. 

ft    177ft 
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FlAiKJB— Goniioaed. 

FldoUiy  to,  pledgod  by  Cmiffraai,  Jmi.  14, 1770. 

Bloras  fcoiB,  for  the  Unitod  Btateii.  Fdriracdiog  of.   f^Mlnio  CuMk§^  Feb.  ftl, 

177a    (See  Aifylirt.) 
Friendly  teeatmonfe  of  AmorioMie.    CommMomen  to  ComwUUmt  Fbb.  98,  1778. 
Minietor  IhHn,  to  Ibe  Uuited  Bbilee.    AppginUnont  of  Oenird  as.    LomUXFIio 

CbvffW,  Mar.  98, 1778. 
AttiUide  of,  in  1778  m  to  Americft's  oouteeied  eUlme.     Vergemnm  to  Gerard,  Mar. 

88,177a 
Alleged  oommerelal  dieorlmination  against,  don  led.    FhiMin  (o  Ver§mnmf  July 

6».177a 
Minister  of.    Ceremonial  of  rosoptiou  of.  In  Ooiiffreos,  Tnly  90,  187a 
In  a  stato  of  war  witb  Britain,  though  war  not  doolnrod.    OommlnioHert  to  Com- 

frew,  July  93^  177a 

Oongrosi  will  not  troat  separately  from.    Hmoluiion^  Jan.  14,  1779. 

Allianee  with.    Viudioation  of,  by  Franklin.     FraHkUH  to  Hartley,  Fob.  3, 1779. 

Diflleulty  in  obtaining  loans  from.    Ermildln  to  CowmUloo^  May  90, 1779. 

PioTisloiis  Ibr.    Statement  as  to.     Gerard  tf>  Congreim,  July  5,  1770. 

Allianee  with.    Binding  eflbct  of.     Gerard^  eo^fertwee  with  Congr€a$t  July  10, 1779. 

Treaty  should  not  have  been  published  without  consent  of.    Ibid. 

Aetlon  of,  as  to  prieonen.    IbUL 

Forees  of.    DiflleaUy  in  supplying.    8wUtk  to  Ilolkcr,  Jan.  7,  1780;   Ilolkcr  to 
LmMonUf  Jan.  10, 1780. 

DiflHonlt  position  of,  as  to  America.    Adamt  to  8,  Adam9,  Mar.  4,  1780, 

Importaiiee  of  allianoo  with.    Franklin  to  Cooper,  Mar.  10, 1780;  Adame  to  For^ 

ftaiisf,  May  9,  1780;  FmrgennoB  to  Adamt,  May  10,  1780. 
Co-operation  in  camiwign  with.     Congrm,  Juno  5,  17H0. 
Fidelity  to,  in  the  Unitod  Statos.     FraMln  to  Ferffonnm,  July  10, 1780. 
Difteeoee  of  attitude  to,  betweon  Franklin  and  Adams;  Yergenuos  declines  (o 

eof respond  with  Adams.     FergeHnes  to  Adams,  July  25,  1780;    Fergennn  to 

Franklin,  July  31,  I7t^ ;  Franklin  to  Congrew,  Aug.  9, 1780. 
Congress  diatipprovos  of  Adams'  courno  as  to.     Huntington  to  Adanis,  Jau.lC,  1781 

(given  in  note  of  Fergennee  to  Franklin,  July  31, 1780). 
Answer  to  tho  neutrality  doolaratiou  of  Sweilon.    Adams  to  Congress,  Aug.  22, 1780. 
Does  not  favor  mmliation.     Carmichael  to  Committee,  Jan.  29, 17H1. 
King  of.     Answer  to  mediatory  courts.     Franklin  to  Congress,  Mnr.  12,  1781. 
Financial  systems  compared  with  that  of  England.    Adams  to  Congress,  Mar. 

29, 1781. 
Bquadron  from,  in  the  American  waters  in  Mar.,  1781.    {Dcstouohes  to  Lvzcrne, 

Mar.  19,  1781 ;    Washington  to  LnzemOf  Mar.   31,   1781 ;    Lovell  to  Franklin^ 

Mar.  31,  1781. 
Iniloenco  of,  asked  by  Dana  in  his  mission  to  Russia.    Dana  to  Vcrgennes,  Mar. 

31,  1781. 
Convention  with  IloUaud  of  1781  as  to  recaptures.     Adams  to   Congress,  May 

25,  1781. 
Peculiar  duties  to  Holland.    Luzerne  to  Congress,  Juno  18,  1781. 
Finances  of,  prevent  her  from  aflbnling  large  continuous  aid.    Franklin  to  Morris, 

Nov.  ,5,  1781. 
Friendliness  of,  but  danger  of  overburdening.    F^'anklin  to  Congress,  Nov.  5,  1781.. 
Answer  to  mediatory  courts  communicated  by.  Luzerne  to  Livingston,  Nov.21, 1781. 
Fnsh  supplies  promised  by.     Luzerne  to  Livingston,  ^fov.  23,  1781. 
Attitude  of,  to  United  States  as  to  fisheries  and  dilTerences  with  Spain.    Marbois 

to  Fergennee,  Mar.  13,  1782. 
Gonlerence  with  minister  of,  as  to  alliance.     Congress,  May  1,  1782. 
Alliance  witb.    Vote  of  Congress  on  fidelity  to,  May  31,  1782. 
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Frakcic— Continaed. 

Aotiou  of  CongreM  on  insinieiioiis  to  minister,  to  eo-openl»  withy  Aag.  8^  tML 

Congroas  pledges  ftdeilty  to,  Oct.  4|  ITItt, 

Suspooied  of  attempting,  by  treaty  with  Russia,  to  give  pceforenee  to  BassiaB 

prodncts.    2}tma  to  Adama,  Oet.  14,  ITttt. 
Fidelity  of  ougagements  to,  and  of  refusing  separate  peaoeu    iVeossiiiin  tf  Om- 

ffre$$t  Jan.  3,  Mar.  18,  1783. 
Loans  to  tlio  United  States  to  date.    XfoiMf  tlea  to  (Trtoas,  Jan.  4, 1783.' 
No  ground  for  snspioions  of,  in  poaeo  negotiations.   Lioisfflen  to  J'sf ,  Jan.  4,1783 ; 

Livitig$io»  to  iVasMia,  Jan.  6, 1783.    ' 
Frloudliuess  to  the  United  States.    La  FaytUo  to  CkmaieUel,  Jan.  90, 1783L 
Gi  vos  loan  for  six  millions,  though  in  great  peouniary  difltooltieB.  FrmMUm  to  iCsr. 

rU,  Mar.  7, 1783. 
Arniy-of.    Recognition  of  senriees  of^  by. Congress,  May  1, 1783. 
Proposed  now  ariielee  of  treaty  of  eonuneree  witlu     V§irpmmm  to FnMihi^  May  SO^ 

1783. 
Frioiidly  relations  with.    iVaalclia  to  Gffii^rreM,  Sept.  13, 1783. 
AiTuctum  for,  not  diminished  in  the  United  Stotes.    Msfris  to  J^VaaUia,  Sept.  30, 

1783. 
Coniiiiorco  of.    Papers  as  to.    Jferrli  to  Cangrmi,  Apr.  16, 1784. 
ludobt-odiieas  to.    Call  for  settlement  of.    LuMeme  to  Congre$$9  Apr.  0, 1784.    MUr- 

riH  to  Marhois,  Aug.  17, 1784. 
No  otliur  nations  to  have  superior  advantages.     Vtrgemnei  to  JVaaMia,  Aug.  S7, 

17&t;  Franklim  to  FsTfeaaet,  Sept.  3, 1784. 
Fi:anc!Y — 

lirings  utirgo  of  goods  and  is reoommended  to  Congress.    Usaae  to  CmHmitlm,  Sept. 

10,  1777. 
roHiliou  oL    Introduction,  i  73. 

Uiit  arrival  as  Uoauuiarohais'  agent.    Lovell  to  Comm%B$ioneri,  Mar.  24,  1778. 
Contract  of  Congress  with,  disoussed.    CammiaaioHmri  to  VgrgeHnm,  Sept.  10, 1778. 
No;;o|jatioii  of,  with  Congress.    Gmrari  to  Congr€8$,  Jan.  4, 1779. 

FUANKUKy  H. — 

His  iKisitioii  in  revolutionary  politics.    Introdnotion,  i  4. 
liin  appointment  as  minister  to  France ;  ago  and  inflrmilies.    IbUU,  i  118. 
Probity  and  conrngo.     Ibid.,  H%  113. 
His  (lolitioal  knowledge.    Ibid.,  i  116. 
A  liberal  coiwtructivo.    Ibid,,  i  116. 

His  alleged  failure  to  appeal  to  high  motives.    Ibid,,  $  117. 
His  imnieuBO  labors.     Ibid.,  $  118. 
Noiibor  indolent  nor  dissipated.    Ibid,  i  119. 
His  success  as  a  diplomatist.    Ibid,  $  120. 
High  reputation.    Ibid.,  $  181. 
lulliicnco  in  France.     Ibid,i  122. 
Courted  and  feared  in  England.    Ibid.,  i  1S3. 
His  syinpatbios  as  between  France  and  England.    Ibid,  i  124. ' 
His  relations  to  Chaumont  and  Passy.    Ibid.,  i  125. 
His  relations  to  hU  colleagues.    Ibid.,  H  126, 145, 149. 
His  relations  to  his  family.    Ibid,  $  127. 
His  course  after  returning.    Ibid,,  i  128. 
Style  of  his  papers.    Ibid.,  $  114. 
Washington's  opinion  of.    Ibid,  $  113. 
Multitudinous  duties.    Ibid,H  107,  lia 

To  TAosUos.  Presentation  of  petition  to  King ;  waiting  with  it  on  Lord  Bart- 
month;  indifference  with  which  it  was  received;  eonfldenee  of  British  min- 
istry; Lord  Chatham's  position,  Feb.  5, 1775. 
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Vmaxeujs,  B.— Coiitiiiitcd. 

NMTBtlTO  ofiiiroriual  nc)gotiaiioii8  in  London  in  1775|  giving  a  full  aooonut  of  his 

lolervicw  wiib  partion  roprcsenting  indirectly  the  Glovorninont  and  witli 

oftlior  public  cboracten,  Mar.  ^^  1775. 
To  PrIetUeg.    Perfidy  of  Qago;  barbarity  of  Britinb  warfaro;  lenBon  of  llnulcer 

Hill;  his  oooupation  in  Pbiiadolphia;  dotonnhiation  of  theColonioa  not  to 

aiibmif ,  Jnly  7, 1775. 
To  a  fnend  in  Englnnd  (ZTar/f^f ).    Tho  Colonioa  can  not  be  beaten  into  submis- 

aion,  Oct.  3,  1775. 
To  IViefltejr.     Bnnkor  Uill  shows  4ho  folly  of  British  conquest  of  the  Colonios, 

Oct.  3, 1775. 
Choeeu  moraber  of  Committoo  of  Correspondence    iSborel  JommaU  q/  Congrmn^ 

NOV.X9,  1775. 
( Witli  DickiiiBOB  and  t/ay)  to  A,  Lee.    luTitos  hiui  to  correspond  as  to  disposition 

of  foreign  iiowers;  recommends  Dnmos  and  Story;  transmits  him  £2(00,  Doc 

1%  1775. 
To  Vamae,    Conimouds  his  publications;  views  as  to  coming  campaign ;  don! res 

infurinatlon  as  to  Euroiican  alTairs ;  suggests  oorrc8ix>ndonco  with  A.  LcOi 

Doc.  13,  1775. 
To  Ckarlee  Lee.    Introducing  Arundel ;  deficiency  as  to  |iowder;  utility  of  piiius 

and  bows  and  arrows;  suspense  as  to  negotiations,  Feb.  11,  1776. 
A.  Lee  olijeeks  to  his  being  on  the  Committee  of  Secret  Correspondence  ;  Lee  to 

CMm,  Feb.  13,  U,  1778. 
EimLUi  Detme.    Advised  to  visit,  on  reaching  Paris,  Le  Roy  and  Dubourg,  and  to 

make  application  to  Vergonnosfor  aid,  and  to  urge  tho  nooossity  of  supplies; 

advised  to  send  for  Bancroft,  and  to  pay  his  ex|K>nscs,  and  to  correspond  with 
A.  Lee,  Mar.  3,  1770. 
From  ihmme^  Apr.  30,  1776. 

(Seo  Dwmae  to  FmnhHnt  same  date.) 
To*  Dwmoe.   lutnMlucing  Doane,  Mar.  23,  177G. 
To  CemmiuioHere  in  Canada.    Ills  fooblo  health;  incidcuts  in  his  Journey,  May 

27,  ITTG. 
Fmni  Howe,  June  20,  1776. 

(Seo  Howe  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
To  Howe.    Submission  im[K>8Hible  ou  British  torras,  July  20,  177G. 
From  //orpf,  Aug.  16,  1776. 

(Soo  Howe  to  Franklin,  same  dato.) 
To  Galee.    Inducom<;iits  to  Ilosslans  to  dosort;  union  in  Congress,  Aug.  28,  1776. 
To  Howf.    Will  moot  him  in  conferonco  with  Rutledgo,  Sept.  8,  1770. 
In  conference  (together  with  Uutledgo  and  Adams)  wiMi  Howe;  details  of,  Sept. 

U,  1776. 
And  Morrii.    Memorandum  of,  giving  report  of  A.  Lee^s  eon  feronoes  with  Beau- 

marchals,  in  wliioli  Beaumarcliai.s  stated  that  Franco  would  send  to  the  assist- 
ance of  tho  United  States  £200,000  worth  of  arms,  which  intelligence  it  was 

votod  to  keep  secret,  Oct.  1,  1776. 
To  Dnmae.    Americans  firm  at  Philadelphia  against  a  great  force  of  English,  Oct. 

1,  1776. 
Appointed,  with  Jefferson  and  Deane,  to  make  a  treaty  with  France.     Commiltce 

to  Deane,  Oct.  2,  1776. 
To  Minisiere  at  Paris.     Instructions  from  Congress,  Oct.  16,  1776. 
To  A.  Lee.    Announcing  his  appointment  as  coniraiHsioiier  at  Paris,  Oct.  23,  1776. 
Appointed  unanimously  commissioner  to  Paris.     Commitleo  t-o  Dcane^  Oct.  24, 1776. 
To  Deane.    Announcing  his  arrival  and  his  purpose  to  remain  incognito;  capture 

of  prizes  on  way,  Dec.  4, 1776. 
To  Committee.    Announcoi  liis  arrival  nt  Nantes  after  a  rough  voyage,  tho  captain 

(Wickes)  having  toikcu  ^wo  prizes,  Deo.  8, 1776^ 
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To  Hancock,  C^uenttoii  as  to  sale  of  iirises;  will  not  at  fint  appear  Iq  pnblio  oa^ 
pacity ;  good  prospect  of  military  sapplies,  Doc.  8, 1776. 

Arrival  of,  in  Franco.  Deaue  to  VergoHne8f  Doc. 8, 1776;  Deaue  to  dnnmiUoefVoe. 
12, 177G ;  Dcane  to  JJunMS,  Dec.  13, 1^6. 

To  Vergennes,    Auiiounciu£  Uis  powers,  Deo.  23, 1776. 

From  Committee,  Jan.  1, 1777. 
(See  Committee  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 

Appointment  as  commissioner  to  France,  Jan.  1, 1777. 

(With  Dcane  and  Lee)  to  Vergennea,  Application  for  eight  ships  of  the  line; 
pledges  of  fidelity  by  the  United  States;  necessity  of  naval  aid,  Jan.  5, 1777. 

To  Gerard,    Kecogn  ition  of  French  iiromises  of  assist-ance,  Jan.  14, 1777. 

(Witli  Dcane,  and  Lie,)    From  Jt,  Jlorrie,  Jan.  14,  1777. 
(See  Morris  to  Franklin,  ct  al,,  same  date.) 

(With  Deatm,  and  Lee)  to  Committee  of  Foreign  Affaire,  Commissioners  wot  on  Deo. 
22,  and  had  an  andience  on  Dec.  28  with  French  secretary  for  foreign  ulfairs; 
statement  to  latter  of  needs  of  Congress;  forwarding  of  supplies;  objootious 
to  Myrtle  and  Thomas  Morris  as  business  agents;  caution  as  toPeuet;  ask 
for  blank  commissions  for  privatcoi-s;  British  elforts  at  German  enlistments; 
French  sympathy  and  prospects  of  war  with  England;  to  meet  consignments 
Congress  should  forward  tobacco ;  offer  of  loan  from  France ;  proposed  build- 
ing of  ships,  Jan.  17,  1777. 

To  Coiigresa.     Recommends  Captain  Balm,*Jau.20,  1777. 

To  Nicholson,     Direction  as  to  proposed  cruise,  Jan.  26,  1777. 

(With  Deane,  and  Z^)  to  Fergennes,  Importance  of  decisive,  friendly  action  by 
Franco,  Feb.  1,  1777.     Introduction,  .^  94. 

(With  Deane,  and  Lee)  pledge  of  fidelity  by,  Feb.  2,  1777. 

(With  Dcane,  and  Lee)  to  Committee.  Friendliness  of  France,  but  doubts  of  Ameri- 
can succeHs;  proposed  x>nrcha8e  of  cutters;  British  plans  of  campaign ;  ougi- 
uoors  and  other  ofllccrs  propose  to  go  to  America;  approval  in  France  of 
Washington's  plan  of  camx)aign;  efilciency  of  American  privateers;  Lee  pro- 
poses to  go  at  once  to  Spain,  Feb.  6,  1777. 

(With  Dcane)  to  President  of  Congress,  Introducing  Coudray,  and  commanicating 
agrcoinont  with  certain  French  officers,  Feb.  6,  1777. 

(With  Dcane,  and  Lee)  to  Germaine,  Demanding  restitutiou  of  American  vessels 
betrayed  into  British  ports,  Feb.  7,  1777. 

(With  Dcane)  to  Committee,  Want  of  information  from  America;  stores  herewith 
forwardo<l;  importance  of  Williams'  services,  Mar.  4,  1777. 

(With  Deane)  to  Committee,  Continued  failure  of  letters;  France  desires  to  observe 
terms  with  England,  but  will  open  her  ports  to  our  ships  and  sell  us  what  wo 
want;  munitions  of  war  furnished,  though  the  minister  affects  to  know  noth- 
ing about  it;  ships  refused;  plans  for  a  loan ;  preparations  for  building  two 
ships  of  war ;  efforts  made  for  further  loans ;  Lee  has  gone  to  Spain,  with  good 
prospects  of  success;  hopefulness  as  to  future  loans;  pressure  of  French  ofli- 
cors  for  appointments;  contract  for  sale  of  tobacco ;  heavy  purchase  of  arms; 
approves  ministers  being  sent  to  European  states ;  European  sympathy ;  naval 
preparations  of  France,  Mar.  12,  1777. 

To  A,  Lee,    Objects  to  initiating  foreign  missions.  Mar.  21, 1777. 

(With  Deane.)    Agreement  for  sale  of  tobacco  to  Farmer  General,  Mar.  24,  1777. 

Agreement  for  packets  with  Chaumont,  Apr.  — ,  1777. 

To  Lith,    As  to  the  latter  going  to  America,  Apr.  6,  1777. 

To  Jranda.    As  to  alliance  with  Spain,  Apr.  7,  1777. 

(With  Deane,  and  Lee)  to  Sohulenherg.  As  to  negotiations  with  Prussia,  Apr.  19, 
1777. 

ToPonte  de  Limes,  Protesting  against  injurious  i>roclatuu^ioi)  of  Portugal,  Apr. 
26,  1777. 

To  Portuguese  ATinister.    To  same  effect,  Apr.  26,  1777, 
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To  fVinthrop,  As  to  barbarity  of  employ iiiout  of  German  Htipondiaiicn,  May  1, 
1777. 

To  Cooper.    European  sympathy  with  thoUiiitod  StaUn*,  May  1,  1777. 

To  Cttskimg.    Progress  of  the  war,  May  1,  1777. 

(With  Doane  aod  Lee)  to  JVilliams.  Giving  him  charge  at  Nantos  of  packets  to 
and  from  America,  May  1,  1777. 

(With  Deane  and  Lee,)    From  A,  Lee,  May  18,  1777. 
(See  A.  Lee  to  Franklinf  same  date.) 

(With  Deane)  to  Commiitee,  Lee's  proposed  visit  to  ncrliu,  the  object  being  to 
obtain  an  open  port.  Diflicultics  from  restriction  of  prizes;  largo  remit- 
tances from  France;  arraugomouts  for  campaign  as  to  cannon  and  accoutcr- 
ments;  necessity  of  punctual  payment  of  intcroHt;  treaty  of  c«>mnierco  in 
course  of  preparation ;  proposed  visit  and  commendation  of  La  Fayette,  May 
25,  1777. 

(With  Deane)  to  Commiitee,  Efficiency  of  American  privateers  in  injuring  British 
resources ;  importance  of  continental  cruisers  on  the  German  Ocean ;  western 
coast  of  Scotland  now  unguarded ;  frigates  loatled  with  tobacco  might  bo 
sent  to  France  and  refitted  and  then  sent  to  attack  British  ports;  foundries 
for  cannon  should  be  erected  in  the  United  States;  can  not  now  obtain  ves- 
sels of  war  ill  Europe,  May  2G,  1777. 

(With  Deane)  to  Jay.  Importance  of  sending  tobacco,  rice,  etc.,  to  France;  mis- 
chief privateers  could  do  on  French  coast,  June  2,  1777. 

(With  Deane)  to  Vergennes.  As  to  invasions  of  neutrality  by  American  priva- 
teers, July  17,  1777. 

(With  Deane.)     Contract  with  Uolker  for  arms,  Aug.  (i,  1777. 

(With  Deane  and  Ta^c)  to  Vergennes.  .As  to  arrost  of  llodge,  Aug.  12,  1777. 

From  Dubaurgf  Sept  8, 1777. 
(See  Dnhourg  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 

(With  Deane  and  T^  to  CommiUcc.  Friendly  courseof  Fi  anee,  tliough  technically 
maintaining  her  neutral  attitude  and  treaty  obligations  to  Britain  ;  diOiculty 
of  maintaining  this  position  ;  probribilitii's  of  war  ;  military  snppics  will  bo 
fiiniishe^l,  but  no  American  remittances  are  tcimmvimI:  elVcct  of  American 
privateers  on  British  commerce;  expcns<i8  of  connnissioncrs,  Sept.  H,  1777. 

Same  to  same.  France  pursues  the  same  lino ;  pronns(>H  of  French  additional  snp- 
IHirt ;  failure  of  American  remittances;  misconduct  of  C^oronio,  an  alleged 
agent  of  Congress ;  release  of  Hodge;  no  present  jnobability  of  obtaining 
money  on  private  loan,  Oct.  7,  1777. 

To  Hartley.     Urging  better  treatment  of  prisoners  in  Kngland,  Oct.  14,  1777. 

To  Lovell.     As  to  foreign  ofTicers,  Oct.  17,  1777. 

(With  Deane  and  La)  to  Capfaiuff  of  American  rvsavh.  As  to  abnso  of  bolligoront 
right*,  Nov.  21,  1777. 

(With  />ran0  and  Lee)  to  Thompson  and  Jlinman.  Directions  as  to  cm ise  as  pri- 
vateers, Nov.  2.'),  1777. 
With  Deane  nnd  Lee)  to  Committee.  Frigate  bnilt  by  tlieir  order  sold  to  the  King; 
small  (leetof  vessels  fitting  up  at  Nantes  ;  in  this  way  supplies  will  be  sent  to 
America;  this  is  done  not  through  reiuittancos,  but  the  bounty  of  friends; 
money  litis  bven  obtained  in  France  to  pay  interest  on  loans;  loss  of  packets 
carrying  dispatches;  loss  of  Captain  Wickes;  arrival  of  the  Amphitrite  with 
cargo  of  provisions  an<l  stores;  alleged  breach  of  neutrality  by  American 
privateers;  complaints  in  this  respect  of  Spain  ;  difliculties  from  present  in- 
ability to  sell  prizes  in  port;  blustering  character  of  (Jeorgo  Ill's  speech; 
French  caution  as  to  breach  of  neutrality  ;  war  still  supported  by  Parliament; 
Mtmtgomery's  monument  tinished;  ship^  Raleigh  and  Alfred  finished,  Nov.  30, 
1777. 
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To  Cooper.    As  to  prisonore,  Doc.  11,  1777. 

(With  Deane  and  Lee)  to  Lord  North,    Protesting  against  oraelty  of  British  war- 
fare, Doc.  1:2,  1777. 
(With  Deane  and  /.<•«)  to  Committee,    Ruceptioa  of  news  of  Bnrgoyne'B  defeat; 
France  dotormined  to  acknowledge  Ainerioaa  independence  and  agree  tu  a 
liberal  treaty  on  condition  that  we  wonld  not  retnrn  to  British  obedience; 
further  promises  of  aid ;  Congress  nskcd  to  be  sparing  in  drafts;  cargo  of 
AmphitHie  claimed  by  Bcauniarchais ;  probabilityof  war  between  Frauoe  and 
Britain ;  iuhnman  treatment  of  prisoners ;  expenses  of  relief  to  prisoners,  Deo. 
18,  1777. 
To  Congress,    As  to  Doane's  aipointmont  of  offlcern,  D«!c.  21, 1777. 
(With  IJcano  nnd  Lee)  to  Vrrgennos.    Importance  of  treaty;  supply  of  throe  miU- 

ioHH  from  Franco  acknowledged,  Dec.  23,  1777. 
(With  Deane)  to  PanlJonee.     Instructions  as  to  his  proposed  cruise  Jan.  16,  1778. 
From  /'rtcc,  Jan.  18,  1778. 

(Sim  Price  to  Franklin^  ssime  date.) 
From  Izard y  Jan.  28,  1778. 

(Sco  Fzartl  to  Franklin j  same  date.) 
From  Izard,  Jan.  30,  1778. 

(Soo  Izard  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
(With  Deane)  from  A,  Lcc,  Jan.  30,  1778. 

(Sco  A,  Lee  to  Franklin  and  DeanCf  same  date.) 
(With  Deane  and  Lee)  to  Oerard,    Asking  to  withdraw  twelfth  article  of  treaty. 

Fob.  1,  1778. 
From  Gerard.     Declining,  Feb.  1,  1778. 
(With  Deane)  to  //CO.     Stating  last  letter.  Fob.  1,  1778. 

(With  Deane)  to  President  of  Congress,    Treaties  with  France  completed;  the  first 
of  amity  and  commerce;    the  other  of  alliance,  making  common  cause  with 
Franco  in  case  of  war  between  France  and  England;  friendliness  of  France; 
Spain  to  be  allowed  to  come  in  under  treaty,  Feb.  8,  1778. 
To  Hartley.     Friendly  letters,  Feb.  12,  20,  1778. 

(With  Deane  and  Lee)  to  Committee.     Transmitting  treaties;  Spain  expected  soon 
to  accede;  have  received  3,000,000  livres;  paid  W.  Lee  and  Izard  2,000  guineas 
each  for  expenses  of  journey  to  Germany  and  Italy ;  remittances  asked  for ; 
surrondor  by  Franco  of  prizes  to  Britain ;  cargo  of  Amphilrite  given  to  Beau- 
marchais;  British  alarm  at  condition  of  war,  Fob.  10,  1778. 
To  (irrard.     IncloHing  papers  showing  fidelity  to  alliance,  Feb.  24,  1778. 
To  A.  lyee.     Keferring  to  note  from  Hartley  as  to  British  conciliation,  Feb.  25, 1778. 
To  Cerard.     Inclosing  papers,  Feb.  25,  1778. 
(With  Deane)  from  A.  />w,  Feb.  2(5,  1778. 

(Sco  A.  Ia^c  to  Franklin  and  Deane^  same  date.) 
(With  Deane)  to  A.  Ijse.    Dofondiug  themselves  from  charge  of  keeping  informa- 
tion from  him.  Fob.  27, 1778. 
(With  Deane  and  l^e)  to  Committee.     Mcvemonti)  in  British  Parliament;  French 
alliance  settled ;  Americans  well  treated  in  Paris  ;  have  obtained  repayment 
of  losses  by  seizure  of  prizes;  steadfastness  of  French  alliance;  death  of 
Thomas  Morris,  Fob.  28, 1778. 
To  Hartley.     Explaining  his  course  on  the  stamp  act.  Mar.  12, 1778, 
To  A.  Lee.    Explanation  as  to  packets  for  America,  Mar.  17. 1778, 
To  Hartley.    Friendly  sentiments,  Mar.  24, 1778. 
From  A.  Lee,  Mar.  27, 1778. 

(See  A.  Lee  to  Franklin ^  same  date.) 
From  Izardy  Mar.  2i),  1778. 
(See  Izard  to  Franklin j  same  date.) 
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From  Pmltmeg,  Mar.  29, 177a 

(See  Pkltmkeg  to  Franktin,  same  Oale.) 
To  PmUemeg.    Sejing  Independenoe  is  a  sine  q$M  non.  Mar.  30, 1778. 
From  IrardL    Demanding  explanations,  Har.  89, 1778. 
To  ijMftf.    In  nplf,  Mar.  30, 1778. 
T6  0»Nf  raw.    Speaking  kindly  of  Deane,  Mar.  31, 177a 
From  Ltmrdf  Mar.  31,  1778. 

(See  iMmrd  to  WrmnkUn^  eame  date.) 
And  Dmm  from  A,  JLae,  Mar.  31, 1778. 

(See  A.  Leeio  FirmnkUm  and  Ihame^  same  date.) 
To  Lamremi.    Introdnoing  Gerard,  Mar.  31, 177a 

To  A.  Lee.    Vindicating  himself  from  charge  of  negligence,  Apr.  1, 177a 
From  A,  Lee,  Apr.  S,  177a 

(See  A.  Leeio  Franklin,  same  date.) 
From  leard,  Apr.  4,  177a 

(See  Jsard  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
To  A,  Lee.    Has  his  apoonnts  always  ready;  forther  explanation  of  his  ooiirse; 

his  ▼  indication  as  to  aooonnts;  explalus  his  non-ausveriug  Lee's  letters, 

Apr.  4,  177a 
To  A  Lee.    As  to  aceonuts,  Apr.  6, 1778. 

(With  Lee)  to  Dssiof.    Arrival  of  Adams,  who  sacoeeds  Deane ;  captnro  of  an  En- 
glish ship  as  prise;  doahts  as  to  sending  minister  toUolland;  prospects  of 

campaign,  Apr.  10, 177a 
To  Oraad  Peneionarg.    Announcing  independenoe  and  treaty  with  France,  Apr. 

10,177a 
(With  Lee  and  Adanu)  to  Uoe$.    As  to  accounts,  Apr.  13, 1778. 
From  Uariteg,    Advising  him  of  his  danger,  Apr.  83,  1778. 
To  UarUeg.    Saying  ho  is  not  in  this  way  to  be  moved,  Apr.  83, 177a 
To  Fergennee.    Explaining  Hartley's  mission,  Apr.  84, 1778. 
Frum  Igard,  Apr.  85,  1778.  « 

(8oo  Izard  to  /VanileHir,  sanio  date.) 
From  Fergennee.    In  reply,  Apr.  85,  1778. 
(See  Fergennee  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
To  Ro§»,    In  respect  to  papers  of  T.  Morris,  Apr.  8G,  1778. 
(With  Lee  and  Adam9)  to  Sartine,    As  to  exchange  of  prisoners,  May  14,  1778. 
To  Fergennee.    Declaring  the  frigate  Boeton  to  be  a  United  States  ship  of  war,  May 

16, 1778. 
To  Sartine.    Oflfering  to  give  letters  of  marque  and  reprisal  to  Basmarine  ds  Co., 

May  16.  1778. 
(With  Tjce  and  AdavM)  to  Governore,  etc.    As  to  expected  British  oauipaign,  May 

18,  1778. 
(With  Lee  and  Adame)  to  Fergennee,    As  to  forwardiui;  papers,  etc.,  May  19, 1778. 
To  Jonathan  Williams,    Revoking  all  authority  to  him  and  vesting  it  in  Schweig- 

hanser,  as  sole  agent  at  Nantes,  May  85,  1778. 
To  Paul  Jonee.    As  to  excbange  of  prisoners  and  aoconntn.  May  85,  1778. 
To  IlarlUg.    As  to  treatment  of  prisoners.  May  85, 1778. 
To  Panl  Jonee.    Qiving  advices.  May  27,  Juno  6, 10,  16,  1778. 
(With  Lee  and  Adame)  to  Sartine.    As  to  relief  from  duty  from  American  ships, 

Juno  3,  177a 
(With  Lee  and  Adame)  to  Simpeon.    As  to  charges  against  bim,  June  8,  1778. 
(With  Lee  and  Adame)  to  Jonee.    Advising  bim  further  as  to  bis  course,  June  16, 

1778. 
To  Hartleg,    As  to  excbange  of  prisoners,  Juno  16,  1778. 
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From  Izard,    Bitterly  critioising  bim,  Jane  17,  28, 1778. 
(See  Izard  to  FrankliUf  same  dates.) 

To  Commanders  of  VetselB,    As  to  Moravian  missionarieSi  Jane  82, 17781 

To  Wttton,    As  to  uionameut  to  Montgomery,  June  2.),  1778. 

(With  Lfc  uiul  Adams)  to  Jone»,    As  to  cases  of  Simpson  and  Fallen,  Jane  31, 1778. 

To  Weiasenstdn.    As  to  political  conditions,  July  1, 1778.    (See  FPsiMans/siii.) 

To  Grand,    As  to  Britisli  seizare  of  goods  on  high  seas,  Jnly  3.  1778. 

To  Vergennes,  As  to  alleged  commercial  discrimination  against  Franoe,  Jnlj 
(5,  1778. 

To  Hartley,    As  to  prisoners,  July  13,  1778. 

(With  Lee  and  Adams)  to  Sartine.  As  to  relief  for  St.  Pierre  and  Miqnelon;  ex- 
change of  prisoners,  July  16,  1778. 

(With  Lee  and  Adams)  to  Cowndl  of  Massachusetts  Bay,  Asking  for  aid  to  islands 
of  St.  Pierre  and  Miqnelon,  July  16,  1778. 

To  Vcrgennes,    As  to  action  of  Congress  on  the  treaties,  July  17,  1778. 

To  President  of  Congress,  Exchange  of  ratiGcations  of  treaties ;  war  not  yet  de- 
clared between  Frauee  and  England,  but  hostilities  at  sea  have  begun;  war 
probable  between  the  Emperor  and  Prussia ;  France  agrees  to  abandonment 
of  eleventh  and  twelfth  articles  of  treaty ;  Dumas  entitled  to  salary  of  £200 
at  least ;  "  Bonfiold  at  Bordeaux  and  Schweighiiuser  at  Nantes,  both  by  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  W.  Lee,  are  the  only  persons  authorized  as  commerolal 
ogents; ''  consuls  should  be  American  citizens,  July  20, 30, 1778. 

To  Lovell,  Giving  views  as  to  appointment  of  officers,  and  as  to  treatiee  with 
France,  and  as  to  expenses  of  legation  in  France,  July  22,  1778. 

(With  Adams)  to  Congress.  Announcing  war  between  France  and  England,  and 
hence  that  the  eventual  treaty  comes  in  force,  July  23,  1778. 

(With  Lee  and  Adams)  to  Congress,  Commendatory  of  Lieutenant  Livingston, 
July  29,  1778. 

To  Committee  of  Foreign  Affairs.  Enconraging  prospects;  ratifications  of  treaty 
agreed  on,  Jnly  29,  1778. 

(With  lyce  and  Adams)  to  Sartine,  As  to  admiralty  jurisdiction;  duties  on  prize 
goods,  Aug.  13, 1778. 

(With  Lee  and  Adams)  to  Sartine,    As  to  prize  regulations,  Aug.  18, 1778. 

(With  Lcc  and  Adams)  to  Jones,  As  to  conrt-maiiiial  on  Lieutenant  Simpson,  Aug. 
22,  1778. 

To  Vergcnnes.     As  to  Qenoese  loan,  Aug.  25, 1778. 

(With  Lee  and  Adams)  to  Vergcnnes,  Necessity  of  subsidy ;  asks  for  permission  to 
borrow  money  in  France;  transit  over  France  for  Americans  without  paying 
duties  asked  for,  Aug.  28, 1778. 

To  Uartlcy,  As  to  exchange  of  prisoners  and  as  to  loss  of  afibction  for  England, 
Sejit.  3,  177H. 

(With  Lee  and  Adams)  to  BeaumarcKais.    As  to  accounts;  question  as  to  title  of 
the  Theresc,  Sept.  10, 1778. 

(With  Lee  and  Adams)  to  Verge^xnes,  As  to  settlement  of  Beaunmrchais'  claim, 
Sept.  10,  177H. 

(With  Lee  and  Adams)  to  Sartine,  Application  on  behalf  of  McNeil,  to  enable 
him  to  discharge  liis  cargo,  Sept.  10, 1778. 

(With  Ijce  and  Adams)  to  Vergcnnes,  lieciting  that  Congress  had  committed  to 
commissioners  the  settlement  of  the  Ilortalez  claim;  asks  advice  as  to  who 
form  the  firm  of  Ilortalez  &,  Co. ;  state  inability  to  discover  what  was  the 
contract  on  which  the  firm  rested;  the  United  States  will  discharge  all  their 
liabilities;  question  as  to  ratifying  contract  with  Fraucy,  Sept.  10,  1778. 

(With  Lee  and  Adams)  to  Paul  Jones.  As  to  prisoners  and  American  iK)lioy,  Sept. 
14,1778. 

(With  Lee  and  Adams)  to  Uartlcy,    As  to  exchangn  of  prisoners,  Sept.  14, 1778. 
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FRAMKLiMy  B»— Coniinaed. 

Eleetod  hj  Coojcrwi  mlnislor  to  Frauco,  Sepi.  14, 1778. 

(With  Lee  and  Adm»»)  to  8turUme,  ImportMioe  of  redprooitj  as  to  priTilegfls  of 
anned  emiaen;  qnostion  an  to  the  leabeUOf  retakuii  by  privateer  General 
m/Um;  how  fiir  a  oommiMioii  is  essential  to  establisli  riglit  to  cmise  as  pri- 
Tateen;  want  of  oommlssion  does  not  malce  sacli  vessels  pirates,  Sept.  17, 

m& 

(With  Lee  and  Admme)  to  Cemgnee.    Naval  actions ou  £uro|iean  waters;  attempts 

to  borrow  from  the  Dutch;  prospects  of  European  wars;  commissioners  have 

administered  oaths  of  allegiaaoe,  but  stating  that  this  was  without  authority ; 

queatioii  as  to  authority  for  this  fuuetiou,  and  also  as  to  registry  of  ships; 

quQstions  as  to  prisoners,  Rept.  17,  1778. 
(With  Lee  and  Aiaime)  to  Priioiisrf  al  Plguufuik  and  eleewkere.    Efforts 'made  to 

effect  exchange,  Sept.  SO,  177a 
(With  Lee  and  Adame)  to  Preeidemt  of  Cengreee,    Bocognixiug  services  of  J.  L. 

Austin,  Sept.  88, 177a 
To^iiasifl.   As  to  income  of  commissioners,  Sept.  SG,  177a  (See  Bxpeeeee,) 
(With  Lee  and  Adawa)  to  TV,  Lee,  Declining  to  express  an  opinion  as  to  draft  of 

treaty  with  United  Provinces,  Sept.  86, 177a 
(With  Lee  and  Adame)  to  Vergetinee,    As  to  duties  on  Isanl's  goods,  Sept.  8G.  1778. 
(With  Lee  and  Admme)  to  SarUee.    As  to  same,  Sept.  86,  177a 
(With  Lee  and  Admme)  to  Itard.     As  to  same,  Sept.  86, 177a 
(With  £dsaud  Adame)  to  Sariime.    As  to  the  prise  leabella,  Sept.  87, 177a 
(With  JE^is  and  Adame)  to  Dumae.     As  to  treaty,  Sept.  87, 177a 
(With  £sr,  and  Adame)  to  Reee.     As  to  accounts,  Sept.  30, 177a 
(With  Lee  and  Adame)  to  Vergennee,    Qneetion  as  to  whether   negotiations  for 

passes  firom  Barbary  powers  should  be  comnionood,  Oct.  1, 1778. 
(With  Lee  and  Adatae)  to  Sartiee,    Permits  and  free  passes  to  be  given  to  Fagan  to 

transport  French  merchandise  to  England,  Oct.  8, 1778. 
(With  Adawu)  to  Ewihaeeador  of  Naplee.    Aokuowlodginout  of  admission  of  Amer- 
ican vessels  into  jtorts   of  Two  Sicilies;  stating  tho  lings  of  the  (lJ(Ti;ront 

States,  Oct.  9, 1778. 
(With  Lee  and  Adame)  to  Sartine,    As  to  quostioii  of  Iznnl'H  goodH  captured  on  a 

ship;  as  to  release  of  Auioricau  soaiiioii  impressed  in  thu  Fox  and  Liveltft  re-' 

cently  oaptnred,  Oct.  19,  1778. 
(With  LeCf  and  Adams)  to  Izard,    Inclosiug  Sartiiie's  answer  as  to  Izard's  goods, 

Oct.  13,  1778. 

(With  Leeand  Adame)  to  Sarline,    Further  application  as  to  Izard's  goods,  Oct.  13, 

1778. 
(With  Lee  and  Adame)  to  Aiturioane  taken  on  board  Prilitth/ritfiUes.    Inquiry  as  to 

details  of  their  cases,  Oct.  13, 1778. 

(With  Leemid  Adame)  to  Grand,  As  to  Cunningham  and  neutral  duties,  Oct.  13, 
177a 

Attacks  on  by  Izard,  received  in  Congress,  Oct.  15, 1778. 

( With  Lee  and^dauM)  to  Dumae,   As  to  proposed  treaty  with  Holland,  Oct.  16, 1778. 

(With  Jjce  and  ^^daiiM)  to  Hartley,    As  to  exchange  of  prisoners,  Oct.  20, 1778. 

Commissioned  and  instructecl  by  Congress,  Oct.  21, 1778. 

(With  Lee  and  Adame)  to  Izard.    Inclosing  letter  from  iSartino,  Oct.  22, 1776. 

To  JIarilcif,    Terms  of  peace ;  independence  essential  to,  Oct.  20, 1778. 

From  Congreee,  Instructions ;  independence  must  bo  acknowlod/rcd,  and  no  ]>eacQ 
without  France;  fidelity  to  France,  Oct.  28,1778.  (Sec  11.  IT.  Lee  and  LoveU 
to  Franklin,  Oct.  88, 177a) 

(Wiih  Let  and  Adame)  to  Fan  lierokel.  Asking  for  an  interview  with  him,  Oct. 
89, 177a 

(With  Lee  and  Adame)  to  Veryennee,  Announcing  readiness  to  exchange  declara- 
tions as  to  eleventh  and  twelfth  articles  of  treaty,  Oct.  29,  177d. 
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Franklin,  B.— Continuod. 

( Witb  Adams)  to  Sariine,    As  to  opportunity  of  oapturiiig  British  whale  fishery  off 

Brazil,  Oct.  30,  1778.    (See  Fi8hcnc$.) 
To  Grand,    Excusing  Cunuigliaiti,  aud  oalliug  attention  to  recent  British  ont- 

rages  on  the  seas,  Nov.  3,  1778. 
(With  Lee  aud  Adams)  to  President  of  Congress,    Inclosing  docaiueuts;  difficulties 

arising  from  want  of  funds;  acknowlo<lging  communication  from  Ridley ;  im- 
probability of  British  war  alliances  in  Europe  or  of  obtaining  aid  from  Russia, 

Nov.  7,  1778. 
(With  Lee  and  Adams)  to  Vergennes,    Asking  for  portraits  of  King  and  Queen 

Nov.  12,  1778. 
(With  Leo  and  Adams)  to  Sariine.    Inclosing  papers ;  importance  of  French  nayal 

aid  on  American  waters,  Nov.  12.  1778. 
(With  Lcc  and  Adams)  to  Sariine.    As  to  relief  of  prisoners,  Nov.  15, 1778. 
To  Ifartleif.    As  to  oxubange  of  prisoners,  Nov.  29, 1778. 
(With  Lcc  and  Adams)  to  Price.    As  to  his  entering  into  American  service,  Dec.  7, 

1778. 
From  LotccU,  Dec.  8, 1778. 

(See  IjOvcH  to  FrankliUy  same  date.) 
To  rricstlcif.    Explaining  political  position;  refers  to  experiments ;  as  to  his  sod; 

political  views,  .Jan.  1, 1779. 
(With  Lee  and  Adams)  to  I'crgennes.    Barbarity  of  British  warfare  in  the  United 

States ;  its  end  devastation  ;  importance  of  powerful  French  ileet  in  America ; 

the  value  of  such  intervention  to  France,  Jan.  1, 1779. 
(With  Lee  and  Adams)  to  Sartine.     As  to  relief  of  prisoners,  Jan.  2, 1779. 
To  Izard,    Declining  further  to  advance  salary,  giving  reasons,  Jan.  4, 1779. 
(With  Lee  and  Adams)  to  W,  Lcc.    Improhahility  of  Congress  in  Germany  which 

he  could  attend,  Jan.  13, 1779. 
To  Committee.     Explains  advances  of  four  thousand  guineas  to  W.  Lee  and  Izard, 

Jan.  15, 1779.     (See  Isard  to  Congress^  Jan.  28, 1779,  complaining  of  Franklin.) 
(With  Lee  and  Adams)  to  Vcrgcnnes.    As  to  vessels  waiting  for  convoy,  Jan.  21, 

*ir79. 
To  Uarileii.     Exchange  of  ]>ri8oners;  noble  conduct  of  France,  Jan.  25, 1779. 
(With  Lee  and  Adamn)  to  Lloyd  and  others.    All  French  ports  now  open  to  Ameri- 
can vorsoIh;  no  information  can  now  be  given  as  to  relations  with  Barhary 

powers;  under  treaty  our  vessels  are  entitled  to  privileges  of  most  favored 

nations,  Jan.  2G,  1779. 
From  Lore//,  Jan.  29,  1779. 

(See  Lovcll  to  FrankHn,  same  date.) 
To  Lloyd.     Consular  appointments  are  in  Congress,  Feb.  1,  1779. 
To  Hartley.     Viudicatiiig  alliance  with  France,  Feb.  3,  1779. 
From  lovcll,  Feb.  8,  1779. 

(See  Lovell  to  Franklin,  sanie  date.) 
(With  Adams)  to  Vcrgcuncs.     Asking  for  decision  of  the  questions  relative  to  the 

case  of  McNeal,  of  the  MiJUin  privateer,  Feb.  9,  1779. 
(With  Lee  and  Adams)  to  Schweighanser.    Consent  given  to  return    of  plate  to 

Countofls  of  Selkirk,  Feb.  10,  1779. 
(With  Lee  and  Adams)  to  Paul  Jones,    ilis  leaving  the  Ranger  and  appointment 

of  Simpson  to  command  assented  to,  Feb.  10,  1779. 
To  iniliams.    His  reception  as  minister  at  Versailles;  settlement  of  Williams' ac- 

counts,  Feb.  13,  1779. 
''This  court  have  confidence  in  him  (Franklin)  alone.''    Adams  to  S.  Adams,  Feb. 

14,  1779. 
To  J'ergennes,    Announcing  his  appointment  as  sole  minister,  Feb.  14, 1779.     (See 

Adams. ) 
(See  Adams  to  Vergenncs,  Feb.  16,  1779.) 
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* 

AuHKUH,  B.— Coniinned. 

To  A.  hat.    GaUing  for  pApen,  Feb.  18, 1779. 
Cliuaoter  of »  diwMted.    JMmm  to  ImM^  Fob.  SO,  1779. 
FnMB  A.  IM,  F^b.  91, 1779. 

(8oo  A»  Im  to  t^rmnkUn^  saine  date.) 
To  BmrO^.    Hm  bo  fUtb  in  England,  Feb.  2^  ir/9. 
To  Pmml  J9tm,    Aa  to  tbo  Selkirk  eilTer,  Feb.  84, 1779. 
To  Fergminm.    As  to  preoentation  at  oourv;  as  to  sailing;  of  AUUtmm  frigate,  Feb. 

SS,  1779. 
To  S0rtim9,    As  to  oonvoj  and  proposed  sailing  of  tbe  AUUtttm^  Feb.  95,  1779. 
To  PmtrUic  Bwrg,    Purobases  desired  bj  Yiiginia  failed  throngb  Artbnr  Lee's  in- 

terfeienee,  Feb.  96,  1779. 
To  SsrlisiL    As  to  reception  of  Englisb  prisoners,  Mar.  9, 1779. 
To  Vergemnm,    Appealing  for  loan,  Mar.  9,  1779. 
Ciroiilar  from,  respecting -Captain  Cook,  Mar.  10,  1779. 
To  A.  Lee,    As  to  papers;  stating  that  in  consof|nence  of  tbe  lattor's  obargos 

against  Williams^  aooonnts  tbej  have  been  referred  to  a  committee  of  mer- 
chants for  examination,  Mar.  1:1,  1779. 
ToBteJfcssCal.    Asking  them  to  examine  accounts  of  Williams,  Mar.  13,  1779. 

(See  Apr.  10,  1779.) 
To  irUUmme.    As  to  reference  of  aecontits.  Mar.  16,  1779. 
To  reryeajtet.    As  to  loans  and  Cliaumont';i  position.  Mar.  17,  1779. 
To  Dmmm$m    As  to  propositions  of  Neufviile,  and  W.  Leo's  views  as  to  Qerman  con- 
gress, Mar.  18,  1779. 
T6  irilllasw.    Ai  to  accounts ;  as  to  A.  Lee's  views  of  accounting ;  as  to  Beanmar- 

ehals,  Mar.  19,  1779. 
From  A.  Lss,  Mar,  19, 1779. 

(See  if.  Xeo  to  jPhisirlia,  same  date.) 
Tu  Hartleg,    No  peace  without  lndo|ieudenee,  Mar.  21, 1779. 
To  La  Fajfeiie.    Unprotected  ness  of  Oritish  sca-ooast,  Mar.  22, 1779. 
CriticiwMl.     W.  Lee  to  Committee,  Miir.  25, 1779. 
To  J.  Lee.    As  to  GruuiVs  accoinitH;  criticises  A.  Lco^h  statemonts  as  to  tbose  oc- 

connts;  proposes  to  refer  Williaiim'  accounts  to  referees,  Mar.  27.  1779. 
To  A,  Lee,    As  to  copies  of  pnporH,  Miir.  29,  1779. 
To  Sayre,     As  to  his  {lerforniaucoH  at  Stockholm;  lius  no  appointment  to  give 

him.  Mar.  31,  1779. 
To  jr.  /y«i0.     As  to  contracts  for  supply  of  nriim,  Apr.  2,  1779. 
To  Adamt,    As  to  the  Alliance  and  lier  car;;o;  has  been  laid  up  by  gout,  but  was 

able  to  be  presented  at  court,  Apr.  3,  17V). 
To  IVilhamn,     An  to  accountn,  Ai>r.  8,  1779. 

To  Joseph  Ifharton  et  al.     Asking  tliem  to  act  as  rofercc8,  Apr.  8,  1779. 
To  Adams.    As  to  preparations  for  sailing  in  the  AUiance,  Apr.  8,  1779. 
To  Johnson.    As  to  Lee's  application  for  arms,  Apr.  8,  1779. 
To  Sarline.    As  to  Americans  captured  by  France  from  Ihitish  ships,  Apr.  18, 

1779. 
Action  of  Congress  as  to  his  diflfcrencos  with  other  ministers  abroad,  Apr.  IG,  20, 

3C,May  3,  June  10,  1779.     (See  Introduction,  H  l*^i  145,  149). 
From  Hartley.    Apr.  18,  22,  1779. 

(See  Hartley  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
To  Sarline.    As  to  Landais  and  the  AlliancCf  Apr.  2:),  1779. 
To  Fergennes.    Complaining  of  admiralty  i>rocecding8  at  Martiuiquo,  and  as  to 

British  seizures  by  revolt,  Apr.  28,  1779. 
To  Paul  Jones.    Instructions,  Apr.  2^^,  1779. 

To  Vrrgennes,     As  to  arms,  etc.,  for  Maryland  and  Virginia,  May  3, 1779. 
To  Hartley*     Vindicating  French  alliance,  May  4, 1779. 
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FitANKLiN,  B. — Coutiuued. 

To  Adatns,     On  sailing  for  Atnerioa ;  oommends  Lazerne,  May  10, 1779. 

To  Sartine,    Aa  to  release  of  Amcricaas  oaptured  by  British,  May  10, 1779. 

To  Coiigrest.  Reports  his  reoepttou  by  Freuch  court;  agreemoDt  as  to  ezohange 
of  priBoiiers ;  Freuch  plan  of  caiupaigu ;  explains  non-payoioDt  of  salaries  of 
Izanl  mid  W.  Lee ;  difUculty  of  obtaining  funds;  movements  of  La  Fayettet 
May  20, 1779.    (See,  as  to  loan,  letter  of  June  1, 1779.) 

To  Gales.    Good  ofTects  of  Bnrgoyne's  surrender,  Juno  2, 1779. 

To  Afarine  Committee.  Dilliculties  as  to  the  Allianoe;  burden  on  him  of  naval  dn- 
tios;  complication  and  expense  thereof,  June  2, 1779. 

To  fA)vell.  His  silence  during  attacks  on  him  by  Isard  and  Lee ;  recommends  Lu- 
zerne, Juno  2, 1779. 

To  Ifachc.  Hopes  that  his  grandson.  Temple,  may  remain  with  him  as  secretary, 
Juno  2,  1779. 

To  Carroll.  Introducing  Luzerne;  difficulty  of  correspondence;  as  to  supply  of 
artificere,  Juno  3,  1779. 

To  Mr9.  Bache.  As  to  family  affairs ;  his  dependence  on  his  grandson ;  impor- 
tance of  economy,  June  3,  1779. 

To  Connoil  of  MassachntetU  Bay.     As  (o  La  Fayette,  and  other  ofllcers,  June  4, 1779 

Tu  Jay.    Futility  of  Canada  expedition ;  recommending  Jay,  June  9,  1779. 

LovoH'h  views  as  to  difllculties  at  Paris.     Lovll  to  Adan%9f  June  13,  1779. 

Exclusive  mission  of,  in  Paris  approved  by  French  Government,  deference  of 
Congress  with  Gerard,  July  5,  1779. 

To  GiUon.    As  to  naval  niovemonts,  July  5,  17Z9. 

To  Williama.    As  to  sottlement  of  his  acounts,  July  8,  1779. 

To  Jones.     As  to  the  lattcr's  naval  movements,  July  c?,  1779. 

From  JA)V€ll,  July  9,  1779. 
(See  Lovell  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 

From  Lovell,  July  16, 1779. 
(See  Lovell  to  i'VanA^Hit, same  date.) 

From  CongresH,  Aug.  14, 1779. 
(See  Congress  to  j^VanA^^in,  same  date.) 

From  A.  Lee,  Aug.  14, 1779. 
(See  .1.  Lre  to /'Va»Ar/jti,  same  date.) 

To  La  Fayette.    Perversity  of  English  statesmen;  friendliness  of  French;  diffl- 
cnltios  of  correspondence,  Aug.  19, 1779. 
From  La  Fayette,  Aug.  29, 1779. 
(See  La  Fayette  to  /'Van^'/»ii,same  date.) 

From  Dumas,  Sept.  14, 1779. 
(See  Dm  man  to  Franklin,  B&me  date.) 

To  Svhweighduser;  exorbitance  of  latter's  ch.irge8;  accounts;  Swedish  claim  for 
damages;  care  of  sick  prisoners;  aid  should  be  given  destitute  prisoners, 
Sept.  17, 1779. 

Criticised  by  Adams  to  McKsan,  Sept.  20, 1779. 

To  NeJihit.    Measures  talcen  for  Cunningham's  relief,  Sept.  29, 1779. 

To  Lovell.     His  salary  paid  out  in  the  public  service,  Sept.  30, 1779. 

To  A.  Lee.     Approving  of  his  return  to  America,  Sept.  30, 1779. 

To  La  Fayette.    As  to  W.  T.  Franlriin,  and  also  as  to  American  news,  Oct.  1, 1779. 

To  Congress.  Reporting  his  action  as  to  the  legation;  as  to  affairs  abroad ;  as 
to  exchange  of  prisoners ;  as  to  Beanmarchais,  Oct.  4, 1779. 

To  Paul  Jones.    Giving  advice,  Oct.  15, 1779. 

To  Nenfville.     As  to  Paul  Jones  and  other  business  matters,  Oct.  15, 1779. 

To  Landais.    Requiring  him  to  meet  certain  charges,  Oct.  15, 1779. 

To  ATiri/  Commissioners.    Narrating  Paul  Jones'  exploits,  Oct.  17, 1779. 

To  I^peU.  Asking  for  auditing  of  his  accounts  and  giving  general  information. 
Oct.  17   1779. 
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To  Sarlinr.     A»  Ui  wngos  mill  |>ri£C>iiioiiuj'  iu  unrlniii  ciuon,  OoI.  I'J,  I77B. 

Tu  duilin.     An  tu  I'liiil  Jouob'  eucuoHsea  and  olbur  naviil  nfl'itirH,  Oct.  SO,  I77'.l. 

To  Connn-Dtaf  Voiumilliit.     Caution  oi  to  dranR,  Oct.  21, 17TU. 

To  &  "  Frien4  in  AmcHca."    Aa  to  iioUtJcol  all'airtt,  Oct.  2.^  17TD. 

TaleJtraa.      Ka  to  A.   ln^'a  retain  l«i  tlie  Unllod  Stnt^  uiiil   Cuiiuiuj^tiuiii'ii 

jiroliabJe  oxcliungo,  Oct.  ti!i,  1770. 
To  Cooper.     GOiciuiioy  of  uur  [iriviiteerH;    Eiiftlmid'it  ubdurncy,  Jmpurti\iiou  o( 

oooDOiii)' ;  fheDdliiioss  of  Eurujic,  Oct.  HI,  17711. 
To  La  FasetU.     Ax  to  AmitrkiMi  i^ainpnlgn,  Nov.  ID.  iri'.i. 
Td  VfTgenneM,     llo[txoiidorn''ii  ciiso;    itiogiilaTity  n[  Uaiiiiu'ti  oiigngoiniiiitM  ivitb 

French  afflcors,  I)«p.8,  I77!t. 
From  JdaiHi,  Uec.S,  I7JU. 

(Sco  ^rlauu  to  Franklin,  same  dntu.) 
From  J.  P.  J-mn,  Deo.  1».  1779. 

(Sew^.  /'.  JoKM  to  yrankllH,  bbhio  dato.) 
To  Itarmleff.     Protusling  ngaiust  Danisli  Beixures.  Doo.  22, 1779. 
From  Jag.  Dec.  B7,  I7J». 

(Sei<  Jay  to  VranktUi,  buqid  dale.) 
To  JoAiuon.     I'rubaliilitius  of  Maryland  obtaiuiriy  uiititary  stores;    Aiuoririuu 

nultliug  In  Paris  uro  siilijuct  to  Freucti  luwn,  Dei!.'.i!),  177U. 
To  mHiaiM.     Aa  tu  onlora  uf  gooOi),  Jiiii.  H,  1781). 
Tu  llaigmn.     An  tu  eioliauKo  uiiil  rcliuf  of  iiriaunorH,  Jliii  HI,  1780. 
From  J<ij,Jiia.!»,17B0. 

(Seu  Jag  to  Franklin,  aaiao  dato.) 
To  Pmna*.    Advioo  as  to  couiliict  in  Ilolluad,  Jati.  37,  I7IU. 
To  Carmiahad.     As  to  poraunal  alTulri;  S[>niii;  A.  Ia'h;  -Inn.  27,  l7dU, 
To  Uarllef.     DestructtoD  prefurablu  tu  ubaiiilouiuuut  uf  iilll'Ht;  i^xcbaugeof  pria- 

ouera;   Scititb  linrbaritiiui,  Fob. 2,  1741. 
To  CoHgrai,     Fx|iluita  of  PiLiil  Jurii^a;  liin  ijiiarrnl  ivitb   Liiuil.iiH;  rxcbou^a  of 

priranen,  Feb.  4,  17W. 
To  Domlin.    As  to  bia  capture  of  prisonerii,  Feb.  0, 17H0. 
To  Lee  ud  Iiard.     Aa  to  tboir  pwisaKO  In  tbe  AtliaHce,  Feb.  19,  17tj0. 
To  ir*il«  etat.     Aa  to  duleutioii  by  Daniuurk,  Feb.  21,  1700. 
To  Jag.     Aa  to  Mivaneea,  etc.,  Feb.  22, 1780. 
To  Ou-mlAMt.     As  tu  accotmts,  Feb.  22, 17H0. 
Fkmd  LomII,  Feb.  24,  1760. 

(See  L«v«tl  to  Franklin,  aame  date. ) 
To  Hodgioa.     Aa  to  exclianEe  and  relief  of  prisonorn,  Feb.  2G,  17M. 
To  IFrea.     Aa  to  rBliof  of  prisoners  and  tbaokiog  liim  for  bis  kiridnesii  to  Ameri- 

can  prisoners  in  England,  Fob.  2G,  17IW. 
To  Pamt  Jonet.    Aa  to  the  Alliaiue  auil  lier  passengers ;  as  to  Lundaia  aud  Baa- 

orofl,  M»r.  1, 1780. 
to  Liueriie.    Peraooal  relationa ;  Spanish  naval  roveraca;  effect  of  waroii  France, 

Har. !),  1760. 
To  WatUttglon.  Commends  La FayetteandspeakaofWosUiDgtou  wltb admiratiou 

and  affrctiou,  Hur.  5,  1780. 
From  Btrnttoff,  Har.  6,  1780. 

(See  Itenutoff  to  Franklin,  aame  <late.) 
To  Navg  Board.    As  to  nilacoiidiict  of  Landaia,  Mar.  1&,  1780. 
ToCmifier.     Importance  of  Frciicli  alliance,  Mnr.  IG,  17t)0. 
To  LntU.     Aa  to  condition  of  war,  Mar.  IG,  1780. 
To  Origin.     As  to  American  hoB|iitality,  Hnr.  ir>,  1780. 
To  R»»i.     Denial  of  approval  of  Pnltoony's  plan  of  puoco,  Har.  19,  1780. 
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From  Jay,  Mar.  20,  1780. 
(See  Jay  to  Franklin^  sanio  date.) 

To  Sarline.    As  to  iniscotiduct  of  Landais,  Mar.  20,  1780. 

To  Carmichael.  Ab  to  La  Fayette;  ootioos  attacks  of  A.  Lee ;  cordiality  of  France; 
Adams  in  Paris,  but  does  not  say  what  is  his  mission;  as  to  Bancroft's 
agency ;  leave-taking  of  Lee  and  Isard,  Mar.  31,  1780. 

To  Jay.    A8  to  accounts;  Danish  negotiations,  Apr.  7,  1780. 

To  JFodgaon.    As  to  relief  of  prisoners,  Apr.  11,  17^*0. 

To  Adanis,    As  to  nomination  of  Williams  as  agent  for  Maryland,  Apr.  22, 1780. 

To  Dumas,    Gives  personal  advice,  Apr.  23,  1780. 

From  Jay,  Apr.  27,  1780. 
(Soo  Jay  to  Frankliny  same  date.) 

To  iniUama,    As  to  nccoutite,  May  10, 1780. 

To  Veiffenne8j  May  11,  1780. 
(S(io  Vergennc8  to  Franklin^  same  date.) 

To  Vergeitnc8,   As  to  ship  Alliance;  exchange  of  prisoners.  May  16, 1780. 

To  French  Admiralty,     As  to  ship  Flora,  May  10, 1780. 

To  Crui8er8.     Instructed  not  to  capture  Dutch  ships.  May  30,  1780. 

To  Sartiiie,  As  to  forwarding  supplies,  May  30, 1760. 

To  Torria.    Adopts  rule  that  "  free  ships  make  free  goods,''  May  30, 1780. 

To  Congress.    Supplies  to  be  forwarded  by  ship  Alliance;   ilnanoial  difliculties  of 
the  United  States;  medal  of  Fleury;  relations  to  Denmark;  adoption  advised 
of  rule  that  "  free  ships  make  free  goods ;''  difficulties  in  exchange  of  prison- 
May  31, 1780. 
(See  Franklin  to  Dumas,  Jnno  5,  1780.) 

To  Congress.     Uecommendiug  Paul  Jones,  June  1,  1780. 

To  Morris.     As  to  armed  neutrality,  June  3, 1780. 

To  Dumas.    Advice  in  business  matters,  June  5, 1780. 

To  Landais.    As  to  his  misconduct,  June  7,  1780. 

To  Jay.  Importance  of  conferences  between  ministei's ;  general  political  remarks, 
Juno  13,  1780. 

To  Vaughn.  As  to  books  sent ;  Lord  Tankcrville*scase ;  fatuity  of  British  minis. 
try,  Juno  15,1780. 

To  Lawiais.     Ordering  him  to  quit  the  Alliance,  Juue  IG,  1780. 

To  Officers  of  Alliance.     Ordering  them  to  receive  Jones  tts  ca[)tuin,  June  16,  1780. 

To  Jones  Telling  him  that  the  order  to  receive  A.  Lee  as  passenger  is  with- 
drawn if  Lee's  conduct  leads  to  mutiny,  June  17, 1780. 

To  Nesbit.    Ah  to  trouble  on  the  Alliance,  Juno  17,  1780. 

To  Carmichael.  As  to  Sir  J.  Dalrymple ;  La  Fayette;  current  political  and 
social  events,  June  17,  1780. 

To  Vcrgcnnes.  As  to  ships  Flora  and  Black  Princess;  seizing  enemy's  goods  on 
neutral  ships  in  this  case  sustained,  June  18,  1780. 

To  Dumas.     Business  advice,  June  22,  17fc;0. 

From  .idams,  June  22,  17h0. 
(Seo  Adams  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 

To  Johnson.     As  to  accounts,  June  22,  1780. 

To  Congress.    As  to  depreci.ition  of  currency,  June  20,  1780. 

To  Sarline.     As  to  brigautine  Fair  Play,  June  27,  1780. 

From  Adams,  June  29, 1780. 
(See  Adams  to  Franklin,  same  date.  ) 

From  Vergcnncs,  June  30,  1780. 
(See  Vergcnnes  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 

To  Vergennes,  Attachment  of  United  States  to  Frauce ;  protection  to  Frenchmen 
iu  Uuited  States,  July  10,  1780. 
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From  LoceU,  Bmiiiesting  him  to  aid  Lauroiis  in  obtaining  loans  ai«d  to  aso  fur- 
ther efforts,  July  11,  17b0. 

From  Hartley,  Jnly  17,  1780. 
(See  HarUejf  to  Franklin ,  same  date.) 

To  Vergenn€8,  Approving  action  of  Frouch  courts  as  to  the  Flora ;  will  not  in 
fatare  |[:rant  commissions  to  French  subjects  as  privateers,  July  25,  1780. 

To  Danuu.  Loss  of  Charleston  not  so  serious ;  diflQcultios  between  Paul  Jones  and 
Landais,  July  2G,  1780. 

From  FergenneSf  July  31,  17e0. 
(See  Fergennci  to  Franklinf  same  date.) 

To  Congre94.  Difllcnlties  in  respect  to  the  Alliance,  Captain  Landais,  and  broils 
in  which  her  officers  and  seamen  wore  engaged ;  Captain  Jones  goes  home  in 
the  Ariel,  which,  with  another  ship,  is  freighted  with  stores;  want  of  au- 
thority over  armed  ships  the  cause  of  difUculty ;  difficulties  between  Adams 
and  Vergennes,  ending  with  Vergenues  declining  to  correspond  with  Adams, 
the  difference  between  Adams  and  Franklin  being  as  to  the  attitude  to  be 
assamed  to  France,  the  former  less,  the  latter  more  conciliatory;  funds  for 
diplomatic  expenses  are  exhausted ;  bills  in  favor  of  Heaumarclmis  have  been 
paid;  principles  of  armefl  nentrality  likely  to  be  estikblished,  Aug.  9,  1780. 

To  Congress.  State  of  European  politics;  forwarding  supplies;  payment  of  in- 
terest; draftsshould  not  bodrawn  without  funds;  fate  of  Jilack  PrincesH  ;  con- 
suls should  be  appointed ;  asks  for  copies  of  any  charges  by  Lee  and  Izard, 
Ang.  10,  1780. 

To  Lewis,    Troubles  about  the  Alliance;  sailing  without  full  cargo,  Ang.  10,  1780. 

To  Lovell,    Difficulties  in  maintaining  punctual  correspondence,  Aug.  10. 1780. 

From  Lovell,  Ang.  15,  1780. 
(See  Lovell  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 

To  Vtrgennes,    As  to  recalling  commission  of  Black  Princess,  Ang.  15,  1780. 

From  Nenfcille,  Aug.  17,  1780. 
(See  Neufrille  to  Franklm,  same  date.) 

To  Vergennes.     As  to  cousulur  functions,  Sept.  7,  1780. 

From  Ijovell,  Sept.  7,  1780. 
(See  Ixyvcll  to  Franklin,  Ranio  date.) 

To  Dumas,  As  to  Dumas'  rulation.s  to  Congress ;  anxiety  as  to  Laurens;  Searle's 
visit  to  Holland,  Oct.  2,  1780. 

To  Adams.  Prospects  of  cnnipaigii;  credit  abroad  depends  more  upon  what  wo 
do  than  what  we  say,  Oct.  2,  1780. 

To  Jay.  Has  succeeded,  tliongli  with  diniiciilty,  in  obtaiiun;;  funds  in  Franco  to 
pay  bills  drawn  on  Jay;  credit  obtained  for  Jay  in  Madrid;  encouraging 
news  from  America,  Oct.  2,  1780. 

From  Dunuxa,  Oct.  3,  1780. 
(See  Dumas  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 

From  Jay,  Oct.  5,  1780. 
(Sen  Franklin  to  Jay,  santo  date.) 

To  Adams.  Financial  dinicultioH;  refers  to  A<l:ims' diirereiiccs  with  Virgonncs, 
and  says  if  Adams'  oxprossions  were  iiiiulvertent,  tliey  may  bo  explained, 
Oct.  8,  1780. 

To  Dnman.    As  to  current  events;  introduces  Scarle,  Oct.  9,  1780. 

From  Adams,  Oct.  14, 1780. 
(8iM»,  Adami  to  Franklin,  Baiiie  dale.) 

To  Adams.     Asking  witli  regard  to  obtaining  loan  in  Holland,  Oct. 20, 1780. 

From  Adams,  Oct.  24, 1780 
(See  Adams  to  l&anklin,  cauio  date.) 
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From  Jay,  Oct.«r),  I7r(). 
(Sec  Jay  to  Franklin^  same  dato.) 

From  Lovell,  Calling  liis  altentiou  to  iustrnctioQ  to  Jay  as  to  western  bonnila- 
rioa,  Oct.  2«,  1780. 

From  Jay,  Oct.  W,  1780. 
(Soo  Jay  to  Franklin,  samo  date.) 

To  S,  Wharton.     As  to  lattcr's  retarn  to  America  and  other  matters,  Nov.  1, 1780. 

From  AdamSf  Nov.  4, 1780. 
(See  Adams  to  Franklin,  same  dat-o.) 

To  Sir  G.  Cooper,     llomoiistrating  against  ill  treatment  of  Laareus,  Nov.  7, 1780. 

To  Fergcnnca.     Apx>1icalion  for  aid,  Nov.  19, 1780. 

From  Adamn,  Nov.  24, 1780. 
(Soo  Adams  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 

From  Congress,  Nov.  24, 1780. 
(See  Congress  (»)r  Ilnntington)  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 

From  Cooper.     lu  reply,  denying  charges  of  maltreatment,  Nov.  27, 1780. 

From  Congress.  luNtructious  as  to  ohtaining  farther  aid  and  as  to  consul  at  Mo- 
rocco, Nov.  28, 1780. 

To  Scarle.    As  to  Arnold's  treachery,  Nov.  30, 1780. 

From  Adams,  Nov.  30,  1780. 
(See  Adams  to  PYanklin,  same  date.) 

To  Congress.  Stating  that  he  has  promised  that  tbo  States  would  etigage  to 
furnish  provisions  to  the  French  forces  in  America  in  exchange  for  money 
loaned  to  the  amouut  of  $400,000,  Dec.  2, 1780. 

To  I^vcll.  Paul  Jones  has  heou  driven  hack  in  the  Ariel  in  a  storm,  but  is  re- 
fitting, Dec.  2,  1780. 

To  Congress.  PoBition  of  Laurens  somewhat  relieved;  difflcalties  arising  from 
British  soiznre  of  his  papers;  nnexpcctiMl  delays  in  forwarding  supplies;  Sar- 
tine  Rupplantod  hy  Castries;  dangers  arising  from  failure  to  provide  funds; 
complaint  of  seizure  of  a  Portuguese  ship  hy  the  Mars^  a  Massachusetts  priva- 
teer, Dec.  3,  1780. 

To  Dumas.  Financial  diflicuUies ;  anxiety  as  to  the  course  Holland  will  tako  un- 
der Yorko's  insult,  Dec.  3,  1780. 

Commendations,  of  in  the  highest  terms  and  deprecation  of  assaults  on  him. 
Fcrgcnnes  to  Luzerne,  Dec.  4, 1780. 

To  La  Fayette.     Political  prospects,  Dec.  9,  1780. 

To  Chanmont.    As  to  difTorences  in  accounting  with  Williams,  Dec.  11, 1780. 

From  Lovell,  Dec.  21,1780. 
(See  Lorell  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 

From  Congress.  Additional  instructions,  mentioning  instructions  to  John  Laurens, 
Dec.  27,  1780. 

To  Dumas.  As  to  afl'airs  in  Holland  ;  harharity  of  the  British  treatment  of  Hol- 
land ;  has  still  confidence  in  Di'ane ;  warring  at  sea  on  all  mankind  is  piracy, 
and  is  not  this  the  British  course  of  pouncing,  without  declaration  of  war,  on 
foreign  ships  f  Jan.  18,1781. 

To  Jay.  As  t.o difTiculty  in  loans;  as  to  Jay's  position  in  Spain ;  goo<l  news  from 
America;  tlio  MissiHsippi  Uivcr  not  to  be  sold  to  Spain,  Jan.  27,  1781. 

From  Congress,  Feb.  5,1781. 
(See  Congress  {Hanson)  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 

From  CarmiehaeK  Feb.  «,  1781. 
(See  Carmichacl  to  PVanklin,  same  date.) 

To  Vergennes.  Letters  of  Congress  to  the  King;  instructions  of  Congress  that 
tbe  United  States  are  resolved  on  independence,  and  asking  aid;  affairs  in 
America  critical ;  supplies  and  naval  supremacy  imperatively  necessary; 
Spain  fails  to  furnish  aid  and  supply  of  money   Feb.  13,  1781. 


VKakkun,  U  — Coutniii<<<t. 

from  Adam,  Fob.  1&,  lT»t. 
{8t;«  Adaau  ta  Franklin,  iAiiio  ilnlo. ) 

Proui  JilaiNf,  F«b.  ^,  1781. 
(See  ylttmo*  to  ^nnlttJB,  sains  ilulci. ) 

Fnwn  .^oy,  FoU.Sl.lJPl. 
(S«e  Jay  to  J^anHfN,  mime  dnU>.) 

To  f^danu.  Strong  atiplloationa  for  monoy;  will  ncpopt  bills  ntiil  ilo  liis  l«iat  to 
provide  iinjmont,  Fob.  3ii,  ITHI. 

To  Adant.  Qrent  dniigor  of  bn»krit|il(',v  ;  bills  Jrnwii  witlimit  I'iiiuIb,  t'eb.  m 
IToI. 

Froia  CanKiOtatl,  Fob.  'X,  t7Hl. 
(Soo  CamichacI  t'l  Franktiii,  Hnnio  i1;ili<.) 

To  Vergmira.     Asks  nlint  Biipiilieit  cuii  lio  ouiil  to  AiiiiTiun,  Mnr.  G,  IT^I. 

From  ConmiHee,  Mar.  IP,  17gl, 
(See  CknHmUM  (or  Loncll)  to  ^(mtriH,  sariio  iliito,) 

To  ilAjnHtial,     Giving  iisl  uf  uost-noniled  sa|ipUea,  Mar.  II,  1781. 

To  Congmi,  Answer  uf  Vi<r){enueB  to  Ihu  roqiiest  for  stiiiplioa;  Fmiico  gives  six 
millions  to  tbe  Uniloil  Stntoi;  Frano  ilnolinea  tUe  oll*sr  of  mclinlloD  iiuIuim 
ber  allisa  acei-]>t,  ftud  wl  vises  tliot  Am  erica  do  so;  naks  to  bo  roDcvnl  frniii 
bU  position  ou  accojot  of  ill  bGallli;  mooi  inn  cuds  liis  grrLiiilsou ;  ilcaires  bis 
fais  acoonnti  oxaminod.     PraikUn  to  Congrnt,  Mnr.  IS,  17SI. 

Fmid  CaTHiiekatl,  Mar.  12,  17H1. 
(Soe  CorMMoel  to  Frankliit,  sitnio  dnto.) 

To  LrMu  and  lh«  Board  of  Aitmii-aUji.  Auciinnt  of  the  miumlraii  and  rxiKdltinii 
of  J.  P.  JniiuM;  cause  of  dulay  of  tlio  Allianet;  A.  lycu  ami  Coiiimodoro  Gil- 
Ion  odviso  Captain  Lundnis  to  taku  poncwioM  of  Ilia  .fftflnHcn;  nuod  of  oon- 
siils  at  M>a-|K>rta;  dcMirn  of  Frnnoo  tUnl  this  ox|ii'dlli(iu  nlimdil  nppunr  an 
Ainerlcau  enterpriiw ;  Cbnninoitt  made  triintvu  by  tbe  cngitaiiis;  diriiHi.iilion 
of  prizes  uud  niiiRiiin,  Mnr.  17,  1781. 

AdvioM  D>n»to  folloiv  Tergnnuet'  advic«  as  to  prcsnntingahiinsoTf  at  Rnssin; 
which,  however,  Dana  deoliuBs  to  do.    Dana  to  CongrtM,  Mar.  81,  ITHI. 

To  Cc!|U.  I]ii{«lMDmeiit  of  CimnlnghMD;  action  as  to  certain  elaiiiin.  Mar.  23, 
1781. 

Conftdenee  reposed  in  him  by  French  mart.    Latente  to  Congrett,  Mar.  24,  1781. 

From  Cmrmiellaal,  Hai.  30, 1781, 
<8ee  Cani»Ma«I  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 

From  IsMll,  Mar.  31.  1781. 
(See  L«wM  to  Franklin,  same  dnte.) 

View*  of,  as  to  Dana's  ooutm  Id  Rnssia.  Dana  to  Congre»»,  Mar.  31,  17S1.  (Sao 
JVcaUia  to  Dana,  Apr.  7,  1781.)  (His  opiaions  contravuncd  by  Adams. 
Atiam*  to  Dana,  Apr.  18, 1781.) 

From  Jay.  Jar  obliged  to  let  bills  go  to  ]>roteet;  boa  dcpeiidml  on  Franklin's 
good  ulHoe*  for  snpport ;  mnst  continue  draiving  on  Franklin,  Apr.  — ,  1781, 

To  Hadgian.    Diggoa's  rascality ;  efForts  to  relieve  prisoners,  Apr.  1,  1781. 

From  Dana,  Apr.  6,  1781. 
(See  Daaa  to  Franldin,  sauie  date.) 

To  Dana.  Answer  to  Dana's  gueations  as  to  Mntimenls  of  Vei^ennes  upon  (he 
mission  to  Rnssla;  bis  own  opinions  on  that  tnbJecC,  Apr.  7,  1781. 

To  if  Amu.     Arnold's  bribe ;  prospect  of  funds,  Apr.  7,  17til. 

la  Jag,  Alto  foods;  armed  neutrality;  positions  ofOann  and  of  Adanisas  to  tbeir 
miirions;  Tiswa  aa  to  poooo ;  donire*  Congress  to  reliove  hlni  from  service  en 
aeconnt  of  hi*  age,  eto. ;  would  like  to  be  eocoeeded  by  Jay  ;  arraDgsiuent  for 
p^Dg  Jaj**  biUa,  Ape.  12, 17BI. 


110  PRELIMINARY   INDEX. 

Franklin,  B.— Cod  tinned. 

To  Carmiohael,  His  position  as  to  his  enomies ;  falls  back  on  maxim  of  Charles 
y :  '*I  and  time  'f;ainst  any  two^i  chance  and.  I  'gainst  time  and  yon ; "  asks 
as  to  certain  hooka,  Apr.  12f  1781.  (As  to  ovation  near  Paris,  see  note  by 
Sparks  to  Franklin's  letter  to  Carmiohael,  Apr.  12, 1781.) 

From  Adavis,    As  to  latter's  failure  to  borrow  money  in  Holland,  Apr.  16, 1781. 

From  Carmichaelf  Apr.  20,  1781. 
(See  Carmiohael  to  ['Yanklinf  same  date.) 

To  Adanis.  Will  provide  for  his  acceptances,  and  asks  for  a  Joint  letter  to  Con- 
gress urging  that  no  more  bills  be  drawn  without  funds,  Apr.  21,  1781. 

'*!  have  reason  to  be  perfectly  satisfied  with  his  (Franklin's)  conduct  towards  me, 
and  that  I  have  received  from  him  all  the  aid  and  attention  I  could  wish  or 
expect.  His  character  is  very  high  here  (Madrid),  and  I  really  believe  that 
the  respectability  which  ho  enjoys  throughout  Europe  has  been  of  general  oso 
to  our  cause  and  country."    Jay  to  CongreaSf  Apr.  25,  1781. 

From  Adams,  Apr.  27,  1781. 
(See  Adams  to  FrankHtit  same  date.) 

To  Adams.    As  to  certain  intercepted  letters,  Apr.  2i),  1781. 
•     To  Jay.    As  to  acceptance  of  his  drafts.  May  5,  1781. 

From  Adams,  May  8, 1781. 

(See  Adams  to  FrankHrif  same  date.) 

From  rA>ccll,  May  9,  1781. 
(See  Lovell  to  Fi-anklitif  same  date.) 

To  Dana.     As  to  expenses  of  lattor's  mission.  May  11,  1781. 

To  La  Fayette.  Qood  wishes  for  his  success  against  Arnold  ;  the  bargain  made  by 
the  latter;  hopes  soon  to  be  relieved  from  the  hurdons  of  his  post;  hopes 
much  from  Laurens'  mission;  success  of  privateers,  May  14,  1781. 

To  Congress.  Energy  of  John  Laurens;  condition  of  accounts;  heavy  financial 
duties  imposed  on  Franklin ;  inonMiso  of  prisoners  in  England,  May  16,  1781. 

To  Lewis.     Dinicultios  as  to  accounts.  May  IG,  1781. 

From  TA>veU,  May  17,  1781. 
(See  Lovell  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 

To  Adams.  Surprise  at  Congress  continuing  to  draw  additional  bills  without 
funds;  France  can  not  l>e  further  relied  on  for  aid;  America  should  lay  a 
duty  on  exportation  of  tohacco  to  pay  the  interest  on  her  debts ;  Is  opes  to 
be  soon  relieved  from  his  duties  as  "merchant,  banker.  Judge  of  admiralty," 
etc.,  May  19,  1781. 

From  Adams,  May  2:J,  1781. 
(See  Adams  to  TYanklin,  same  date.) 

From  Jay,  May  31,  1781. 
{ScoJay  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 

To  Vertjcnncs.     Earnest  appeal  for  funds,  June  4,  1781. 

To  Adams.     As  to  accounts,  June  6,  1781. 

From  Vcrgennes,  June  8,  1781. 
(See  Vergcnncs  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 

From  Morris,  June  8,  1781.  f 

(See  Morris  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 

To  Vergennca.  Renewal  of  earnest  appeal  for  funds  to  save  bills  from  disgrace* 
condition  of  Laurens'  accounts,  June  10,  1781. 

To  Vei-gennes.     As  to  Tonssard's  pension,  June  11,  1781. 

To  Adams.    As  to  what  are  properly  diplomatic  expenses,  June  11, 1781. 

To  Congress,    DilTlculties  as  to  drafts,  June  11,  1781. 

To  Congress.  Confusion  as  to  ncaumarchais'  accounts;  coi;fllct  of  opinion  as  to 
whether  what  he  sent  was  a  gift  or  a  sale ;  important  for  him  to  make  cot  his 
case,  June  12, 1781,    (See  Introduction,  ^  61  ff, 
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FtAifSUii,  B.— Conilmwd. 

Jhnm  CMfTM^  JuM  19^  1781. 

(866  HtmUmfiom  (or  Con§rtm)  to  Franklin^  samo  dfttc.) 
To  €hmmki§fimm.    A*  to  his  nloMO  «id  •ettlemdnts,  June  SO,  1781. 
From  CmrwMMlt  Joim  S8»  1781. 

(866  CSraidkMi  io  FraMUm^  ama»  date.) 
To  rerftfMMt.    luoloslng  '*  poaoo  letteri''  Juim  37, 1781. 
To  Jmtikmu,    Am  to  aoeouDts,  Jano  89, 1781. 
From  tTMfctoii,  Jano  90,  1781. 

(866  Jmekmrn  io  F^ankUn,  saiiM  date.) 
To  Hmrtkg.    Aa  to  peoee,  JniM  30, 1781. 
1^  Jof  .    As  to  Inability  to  pny  bills,  Jane  30,  1781. 
To  Aimmn.    Asking  him  to  aooopt  no  further  bills  witliont  sdvioe;  ouibarraas- 

ments  from  the  disbarwmeDts  of  Lsorens,  June  30, 1781. 
From  Jmtkmm  (three  letters),  Jaly  9, 1781. 

(See  Jmnkmrn  to  Franklin^  same  date.) 
To  FerfcsflMf.    As  to  loans,  July  6,  1781. 

To  Jaekwon.    As  to  Laaiens'  dtobarsements  and  engagomoiits,  July  6, 1781. 
i-Yom  Jmjf,  July  9,  1781. 

(8ee  Jay  to  /Vafftfis,  ssme  date.) 
To  Con$n99,    Pruesnre  of  bills  for  whioh  he  has  no  ftiuds,  July  11,  1781. 
From  MmrriB^  Jnly  14, 1781. 

(866  Mmrri$  to  JhrniUs,  same  date.) 
From  irsrrit,  July  19.  1781. 

(See  M^rrit  to  FrmrnkHn^  same  date.) 
Ftom  Jforrli^  Jaly  91, 1781. 

(Bee  ifsrH*  to  JWutieKs,  same  date.) 
From  LomU,  Jnly  91,  1761. 

(See  £os0if  to  FramkUUf  same  date.) 
To  M^rrit.    CrODeemiog  his  appointment,  and  offering  hlui  assiBtauce ;  as  to  fiuon  - 

oial  arrangements,  Jnly  26, 1781. 
To  OssMS.    Ae  to  hie  position  in  Holland,  Ang.  6,  1781. 
To  Adam9.    As  to  his  account  for  salary,  Aug.  0,  I7dl. 
To  Brown,    As  to  Jay's  pamphlet  and  Diggon'  villainy,  Ang.  (>,  1781. 
To  Duma§.    Recent  events  in  the  Uniteil  States ;  views  of  Holland,  Aug.  10, 1781. 
To  Adawii.    As  to  Greene's  success  in  South  Carolina,  Aug.  12,  1781. 
To  ildanu.    Congress  declines  to  accept  his  resignation  ami  appoints  him  joint 

peace  commissioner,  Aug.  16,  1781. 
To  CarmiohaeU    Congress  declines  to  accept  Franklin's  roHiguatiou  ami  plact^s 
him  on  the  peace  commission  ;  satisfaction  felt  at  this  mark  of  coufideuco, 
Ang.  24,  1781. 
From  iforrtf,  Aug.  28,  1781. 

(See  Mcrrii  to  Franklirif  same  date.) 

To  Jay.    As  to  accounts ;  as  to  Vaughau's  oath  of  allegiance ;  want  of  intelligence 

Talbot's  case ;  claims  of  prisoners;  Digges'embczzUunruts;  finanriul  (lillicnlt- 

ies;  peace  com  mission;  mediation  of  Russia;  news  from  Holland  ;  news  from 

America,  Aug.  30,  1781. 

toAdam$.    Embarrassment  from  pressure  of  bills  drawn  by  Congress,  Aug.  31, 

1781. 
To  Jsjf.    Fears  that  he  will  not  be  able  to  take  up  the  bills  drawn  on  the  latter; 

refusal  of  the  French  court  to  give  further  aid,  Sept.  4,  1781. 
To  Jsy.    As  to  mediation  ;  desires  to  see  him  in  Paris,  So])t.  9,  1781. 
To  Morri$.    Overdrawing  of  bills  by  Congress ;  waut  of  funds  to  moot  them  *  *~' 
eondnct  of  Captain  Gillon,  Sept.  12, 1781. 
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FiiANKLiN,  fi.— Cotiimtlddi 

To  Jiache.  InRtnicting  hltn  to  obtaiD  certain  papers  in  the  hand*  of  Oallowaj, 
Sept.  13, 1781. 

To  Congress,  Aocepto  appointment  as  peace  couimiseioner ;  hie  health  improyed ; 
satisfaction  of  Vorgonnes  with  the  peace  instmctlons,  Sept.  13,  1781.        .' 

To  LovelL    As  to  exchange  of  Curson,  Qou  verneur,  and  Witherapoon,  Sept.  13»  1781. 

As  to  bills  drawn  on.     Lvgeme  to  Congress,  Sept.  21, 1781.  ' 

To  Jaij,    As  td  accounts  for  salaries  and  other  detaiis,  Sept.  29, 1781. 

From  Adams  (two  letters),  Oct.  4, 1781. 
(See  Adams  to  /'VanAr^in,  same  date.) 

To  Adams.  Refers  to  the  new  commission  of  peace  received  from  Conff^ross;  no 
immediate  prospect  of  action ;  trusts  that  the  Dutch  loan  will  enable  him  to 
meet  Adams'  Imavy  acceptances,  Oct.  5,  1781. 

To  Adams.    As  to  Qillon's  difficulties  and  other  business  matters,  Oct.  IG,  .1781 

To  Jackson.    As  to  Gillon's  misconduct,  Oct.  16,  1781.    (See  GilUm^} 

From  Lktngsion,  Oct.  20-24, 1781. 
(Sco  fAvingston  to  lyanktin,  same  date.) 

From  Livingston,    Urging  him  to  withdraw  his  resignation,  Oct.  25, 1781. 

To  Congress.  As  to  exchange  of  prisoners;  British  severity  in  such  casee;  medi- 
ation refused  by  Britain,  as  she  will  only  treat  with  the  United  States  as  sub- 
jects; great,  absorption  of  funds  in  his  hands;  doubts  as  to  Captain  Gillon's 
c.ipaciiy;  improvident  purchases  made  in  Holland  under  Colonel  Laurens ; 
bad  management  in  sending  over  supplies:  should  be  a  maritime  agent  ap 
pointed  for  the  purpose ;  friendliness  of  France,  but  that  frieudlineia  abould 
not  be  overbunlcncd,  Nov.  5,  1781. 

To  Motris.  SeIf-sn])port  essential  to  independence;  no  large  remittances  to  be 
expected  from  Ku rope;  private  loans  can  not  be  seenred;  Spain's  financial 
troubles;  groat  drain  on  France  and  failure  of  revenue  ;  economy  the  basis 
of  nil  true  government ;  heavy  deductions  to  come  from  Dutch  loan  ;  France 
bus  not  guarantie<l  payment  of  interest  bills ;  approves  of  Morris*  scheme  for 
bank,  Nov.  5,  1781. 

To  Adams.  Lottrers  in  post  inspected  on  the  road;  British  Government  in  no 
hurry  to  exchange  Burgoyne  for  Laurens;  difliculty  in  providing  funds  to 
moot  payment  of  bills;  expense  of  prisoners  returning  to  the  United  States' 
mediation,  acceptance  of>  involves  no  submission  to  the  me<liator's  judgment, 
though  it  may  give  him  undue  inOuence ;  imprudent  actions  of  Captain  Jack- 
son in  ovorpureliase  of  goods;  indiscretion  of  Captain  Oillon;  his  great 
difficulty  in  raising  money;  mistakes  of  Noufville;  Congress  should  never 
draw  without  certainty  of  funds,  Nov.  7,  1781 ;  Nov.  20,  1781. 

To  Laurens.  As  to  Franklin's  grandson,  whom  he  is  unwilling  to  part  with  ;  ex- 
planation of  misconduct  of  Laurens'  agents  in  shipping  goods  in  Holland, 
Nov.  ri,  1781. 

To  Hodgson.    Supplying  funds  for  Laurens,  then  in  Tower,  Nov.  19,  1781. 

To  JVithcrspoon.    A^  to  his  sou's  release,  Nov.  11),  1781. 

To  Vcrgennes.    Congratulations  on  surrender  of  Cornwallis,  Nov.  20,  1781. 

To  Vaughan.  Sends  £100  for  the  relief  of  Laurens;  as  to  Laurens'  exchange; 
Vanglian's  marriage  and  his  brother,  Nov.  22,  1781. 

To  Adams.    As  to  business  matters,  Nov.  23,  1781. 

From  Livingston,  Nov.  24,  1781. 
(See  fAvingston  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 

From  TAvlngston,  Nov.  2.'>,  1781. 
(See  Livingston  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 

To  Adams.  Misconduct  of  parties  concerned  in  shipments  from  Holland;  moral 
effect  of  Cornwallis'  victory,  Nov.  26,  1781. 

From  Adams,  Nov.  2G,  1781. 
(Sfo  Adams  to  Frqnklin,  same  date.) 
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ftjoaatm,  B.— Conlinaed. 
From  iC(MT<0,  Noy.  S7,  1781. 

CBoe  UorriM  to  JWuilpliii,  same  data.) 
Fkom  ir#rrjt,  Deo.  5, 1781. 

(866  MmrrU  to  FnuikUnf  sftine  data.) 
To  iiteM.    ObJoetioD  to  Neiifville'tt  ooana,  Dec.  14,  1781. 
To  Almmmder,    Independence  is  a  %iM  qma  won,  Dec  15, 1781. 
To  HwriUf.    As  to  war,  Dec  15,  1781. 
From  AUmmder,  Deo.  15,  1781. 

(See  Alnamiwr  to  FrankU^^  same  date) 
From  i^iviafttoa,  Dec  18, 1781. 
(Bee  lAi9imff$i»n  to  FratMiu^  aame  date.) 
.  To  AdoMM.    Ab  to  payment  of  billa,  Dec  17, 1781. 
To  Vergtmnm.    As  to  diqioeition  of  fnnde,  Dec  27,  1781. 

To  ifiM  Lmmrmia,    Ae  to  her  father's  situation  in  the  Tower;  measures  for  his  re- 
lief and  his  petition  to  Parliament,  Dec  89,  1781. 
From  Uartleg,  Jan.  9,  1788. 

(See  ntwUejf  to  FiranklUi,  same  date) 
From  lA»im§it4m.    As  to  terms  of  peace,  Jan.  7,  1788L 
Td  Mforri§,    Danger  of  overdrafts,  Jan.  0, 1782. 

ToMariieg,    In  negotiating  for  peace,  America  would  "spurn  the  thought  of 

deserting  a  noble  and  generous  friend  for  the  sake  of  a  truce  with  an  nn- 

Jnst  and  ornel  onemy ; "  no  truce  is  admissible ;  Lord  North  to  bo  informed 

of  this,  Jan.  16,  1788. 

(BepUed  to  by  Hartley,  Jan.  84,  1783.) 

To  rsvysaaet.    As  to  fraudulent  use  of  Dutch  colors  by  Dritish  vessels,  Jan.  18, 

178). 
To  aTajf.  Financial  difficulties  from  overdrafts ;  Franco  can  not  be  nndnly  urged ; 
loan  in  Holland  absorbed  by  lulvanccs ;  complaining  of  conduct  of  Spain ; 
advices  as  to  Jay's  course ;  as  to  proper  cbargofi  for  salary,  etc. ;  Doane's 
wrong  course  and  probable  dofoction  ;  English  do-siro  for  a  separate  peace, 
Jan.  19,  1782. 
To  Badie.    Introducing  John  Vaughan,  Jan.  19,  1782. 

To  Jag,    Financial  dillicultios;    imfriondly  attitude  of  Spain;  diplomatic  ox- 
pouses;  Jay's  kiudnoss;   Doauo's  iiiischiovous  coarse;   triumph  at  York- 
town;  views  as  to  peace,  Jan.  19,  1782. 
To  Ctwmickael,     Barclay's  arrival  as  consul ;  money  didiciiltics,  Jan.  23,  1782. 
From  Liriiigitonf  Jan.  23,  1782. 

(See  LiringBton  to  FrankUHf  same  date) 
From  Adam$,  Jan.  25,  1782. 

(See  AdamB  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
From  lAvingston^  Jan.  26,  1782. 

(See  LUingBton  to  Franklin^  same  date. ) 
To  MorriB,    As  to  difliculty  in  obtaining  loans  (two  lottors),  Jan.  28,  1782. 
To  VergenneB.    Asking  for  a  statement  for  Morris,  Fob.  I,  1782. 
To  VergenneB,     Coramoudiug  Du  rortail,  Feb.  2,  1782. 
To  AdamB.     As  to  acceptances,  Feb.  4,  1782. 
From  ChngreBB,     Instructed  to  take  formal  action  to  roali^o  Dutch  loan.    Ifanson 

(President  of  Congress),  to  FraHklin,  Feb.  5,  1782. 
To  Cunningham,    As  to  papers;  Digges*  villainy.  Fob.  G,  1782. 
To  AdamB.     Embarrassment  oa  to  drafts,  Feb.  12,  1782. 
From  Lirin^iitos,  Feb.  13,  1782. 

(See  LivingBton  to  Franklin^  same  date.) 
To  VergenneB.    As  to  accounts,  Fob.  15,  1782. 
8WH 
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To  Hartiey,    No  pacUicatiou  with  Euglaud  except  ou  ackuowledgment  of  iodc- 

pendunco  nnd  in  concert  with  France,  Jau.  15,  24;  Fob.  16,  1782. 
From  Adams,  Feb.  20,  1782. 

(See  Adams  to  F^-anklinf  same  date.) 
From  VergcnncSf  Feb.  27,  1782. 

(See  Fergcnncs  to  Franklin^  same  date.) 
From  Burkf,  Feb.  28,  I7h2. 

(See  Burke  to  FrankHn,  same  date.) 
From  Hartleyy  Fob.  28,  1782. 

(See  Hartley  to  Fravklinf  same  date.) 
To  Vergennes.    As  to  Danish  claims.  Mar.  3,  1782. 
To  Livingston.    Poimlarity  of  La  FayeHo;    friendliness  of  Franco;   Arnold  in 

England;  Deane's  apostaoy;  probabilities  of  peace.  Mar.  4,  1782. 
To  Mon'is,    Financial  i>rob]ems;  Gillou's  misconduct;  diflicnltios  as  to  Holland 

purchases;  Captain  Barry's  coarse,  Mar.  4,  1782. 
To  Morris,    Financial  complications;  diillculty  in  forwarding  goods;   growing 

prospects  of  pcaco;  importance  of  strong  efforts,  Mar.  9,  1782. 
From  Livingston,  Mar.  9,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Franklinf  same  dato.) 
Frcun  Hartley,  Mar.  11,  12,  1782. 

(See  Hartley  to  Franklinf  same  date.) 
To  Adams,    Improved  public  tone  in  England,  Mar.  11,  1782. 
To  Jay.    Payment  of  drafts;  better  feeling  in  England,  Mar.  16,  1782. 
From  Hartlctff  Mar.  21,  1782. 

(See  Hartley  to  Franklin ,  same  date.) 
From  JHggcSy  Mar.  22,  1782. 

(See  Digges  to  Franklin,  same  dato.) 
To  Rayneval,     Inclosing  papers,  etc..  Mar.  22,  1782. 

To  }\1ll\ams.    As  to  transport  of  goods ;  prospects  of  peace.  Mar.  23,  1782. 
From  Monis,  Mar.  23,  1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Mar.  2G.  1782. 

(Soo  Adams  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
To  La  Fayette.    As  to  release  ot  American  prisoners,  Mar.  28,  1782. 
To  Morris.    As  to  course  of  Captain  Uarry  ;  as  to  transport  of  goods;  financial 
di(Ticu1tic8  ;  change  of  British  policy;  Deane's  disgrace  ;  his  accounts,  Mar. 
30,  1782. 
To  Livingston.   As  to  British  policy,  Mar.  30,  1782. 

To  Adams.     Slo\vnos.s  of  Dutch  ;  probabilities  of  campaign.  Mar.  31,  1782. 
From  Hartley,  Mar.  31,  1782. 

(See  Hartley  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
To  Hartley.   Ah  lo  [>oaco,  and  refers  him  to  the  commissioners.  Mar.  31,  1782. 
To  Hartley.     Has  no  confidence  in  Digges;   proposes  release  of  prisoners,  Apr. 

5,  1782. 
To  Chasttllnx.    Prospects  of  peace;  French  services  in  United  States;  personal 

compliments,  Apr.  G,  1782. 
To  Morris.    Cliango  of  ministry  in  England  ;  visit  of  Prince  Broglie  to  America, 

Apr.  8,  1782. 
To  Livingston.     To  same  effect,  Apr.  8,  1782. 
To  Rayneval.    Prospect*  of  peace,  Apr.  12,  1782. 
To  Livingston.    Englisii  proposals  of  peace  to  Dutch,  Apr.  12,  1782. 
To  Hartley.     British  intrigues  with  Frjuce  for  separate  peace,  Apr.  13,  1782. 
To  Adams.    To  same  effect,  Apr.  13,  1782. 
To  Vergennes.    On  peace  negotiations,  Apr.  15,  1782  (given  in  Franklin^s  journal, 

under  dale  of  July  1,  1782). 
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From  Marrii,  Apr.  17,  1782. 

To  SkMums.    As  to  peace,  Apr.  18,  1782  (given  io  Franklin^B  jonrnal,  under  date 
of  July  1,  17«2). 

(See  MarrU  to  FrankUtif  same  date. ) 
To  Adams  and  Laurens,  Apr.  20,  1782;  Shelburne  to,  Apr.  20,  1782;  to  Adams,  Apr. 
21, 1722;  aud  Laurens  to,  Apr.  20, 1782,  are  giveu  iu  Franklin^ s  journal,  uuder 
date  of  July  1,  1782. 
To  Jtuf.    Undertakes  payment  of  bills  drawn  on  Jay ;  urges  Jatfs  attendance  at 
Paris,  Apr.  22,  1782. 
From  Vergennes,  Apr.  23,  1782. 

(Soo  Vergennes  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
To  Jay.  Britibh  arrangement  for  exchange  of  prisoners;  separate  peace  refused, 

Apr.  24,  1782. 
Correspondence  of,  with  Jay  as  to  financial  matters.    Reported  by  Jag  to  Living- 
ston, Apr.  28, 1782. 
From  Hartleg,  May  1,  1782. 

(See  Hartleg  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  May  2,  1782. 
(See  Adams  to  Franklin,  same  date,  in  Franklin^s  journal,  under  date  July  1, 
1782.) 
From  Hartley,  May  3,  1782. 

(See  Hartley  to  Franklin,  same  date,  in  Franklin^ s  journal,  July  1,  1788.) 
To  Fergennes.    Peace  negotiations,  May  4, 1782  (given  in  Frankrui'B  journal,  under 
date  of  July  1,  1782;  and  eo  of  Franklin  to  Adams,  of  May  8, 1782,  aud  ui 
Hartley  to  Franklin  of  May  3, 1782). 
From  Vm^gennes,  May  5,  1782. 

(See  Vergennw  to  Franklin,  same  date,  iu  Franklin  a  Journal,  July  1,  1782.) 
To  Shelburne  and  Orenville,  May  10, 1784  (given  in  Franklin*a  journal^  under  date 

of  July  1,  1782). 
To  DartUy,  M;iy   i:J,  1782,  and   Hartley  to  Franklin,  of  same  date,  are  giveu  in 

FrankHn^i  journal,  under  date  of  July  1,  178*i. 
To  Shelburne,  May  10,  1782,  given  in   Franklin's  journal,  undor  date  of  July  1, 

1782;  aud  8o  of  Franklin  to  fMurens,  of  May  *^5,  17j:32. 
From  Morris,  May  17,  1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
From  Laurens,  May  17,  1782. 

(Soo  //.  Lanrena  to  Franklin,  Hanio  date,  in  Franklin's  journal,  July  1,  1782.) 
From  Livingston,  May  22,  1782. 

(Soo  Franklin  to  Livingston,  sauio  d.ito.) 
From  Morris,  May  2:J,  1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Franklin,  Ranio  date.) 
From  Hartley,  May  2.%  1782. 

(See  Hartley  to  Franklin,  samo  date.) 
From  Morris,  May  29,  1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  May  IW,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Franklin,  8ame  date.) 
To  Grenville,  May  31,  1782,  is  given   in  Franklin's  journal,  under  date  of  July  I, 

1782,  and  so  of  Franklin  to  Adams,  of  Juno  2,  178*2. 
To  Oswald,     As  to  liberation  of  Cornwallis,  Juno  5,  1782  (in   reply  to  Oswald  to 

Franklin,  Juno  5,  1782). 
From  Adams,  June  13,  1782. 
(See  Adams  to  FrauAriiii,  same  (lato.) 
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From  Livingatoiif  Jiiue  23,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  PYanklin,  samo  date.) 
From  LaurenSf  Juuo  24,  1782. 

(Sec  Laura^s  to  FrankliHf  same  date.) 
To  Livingtion,    Loans ;  coiiditiou  of  peace  negotiations,  Jnue  25,  1782. 
To  Oswaldj  of  June  27,  1782  (given  in  Franklin^B  journal,  under  dat«  of  June 

26, 1782). 
To  Cooper,  Intrigues  of  England  as  to  separate  peace,  June  28,  1782. 
To  Livingston.    Views  as  to  peace,  Juno  28,  1782. 
To  Livingston,    Exchange  of  Laurens;   passage  of  enabling  act;   Qeorge  Ill's 

rancor  and  duplicity ;  no  separate  peace,  June  29,  178<j. 
From  Morris,  July  1,  1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  July  5,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  py-ankUn,  same  date.) 
From  La  Fayette,  July  9,  1782. 

(See  La  Fayette  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
From  Hartley,  July  26,  1782. 

(See  Hartley  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
From  GranViam,  July  26,  1782. 

(See  Grantham  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
Journal  of  peace  negotiations,  from  Mar.  21  to  July  1,  1782,  entered  under  July 

1,  1782. 
To  Embassador  from  Portugal,    As  to  Portuguese  prohibitions,  July  1,  1782, 
To  Laurens.    As  to  peace  commission,  Jnly  2,  1782. 
To  La  Fayette,    Mentioning  Rockingham's  death  and  Fox's  resignation,  July  9, 

1782. 
To  Hartley,    As  to  peace  and  other  matters,  Jnly  10, 1782. 
To  Vaughan,    As  to  war,  July  10,  1782. 
To  Faughan,    As  to  conditions  of  peace,  July  11,  1782. 
To  Oswald.    As  to  conditions  of  peace,  July  12,  1782. 
To  Shclbume,    As  to  conditions  of  peace,  Jnly  12,  1782. 
To  Vergcnnes.    As  to  alleged  unlawful  soizurcH  of  nbipK,  July  Id,  1782. 
To  La  Fayette.    Cornwallis'  proclamation  us  to  hanging  prisoners  may  take  him 

out  of  tlie  protectiou  of  the  laws  of  war,  July  24,  1782. 
Addressed  as  to  peace  by  Hartley,  July  26,  1782.  * 

Addressed  as  to  peace  by  Grantham,  July  26,  1782. 
Addressed  as  to  peace  by  Shelbume,  July  27,  1782. 
From  Vergennes,  July  28,  1782. 

(See  Vci'gennes  to  JPraiii-Hn  same  date.) 
To  Oswald,    As  to  Asgili's  case,  July  28,  1782. 
To  Vergennes.     Aniiounciug  Oswald's  coniuiissiou  to  treat,  Aug.  8,  1782. 

(Answered  by  Vergennes,  Aug.  8,  1782.) 
From  Livingst-on,  Aug.  9,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Franklin,  samo  date.) 
To  Livingston,     Money  affairs;  difliculties  about  the  Don  Homme  Richard;  Chan- 
mout's  insolvency;  memorials  of  Saratoga  aud  Yorktown  ;  delay  in  negotia- 
tions ;  Lnurens'  ill  health,  Aug.  12,  1782. 
To  Morris.    Beaumarchais'  claim;  payments  to  W.Lee;  other  payments,  Aug. 

12,  1782. 
From  Hartley,  Aug.  16,  1782. 

(See  Hartley  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
From  Vergennes,  Aug.  23,  1782. 
(See  Vergennes  to  Franklin,  samo  date.) 
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To  LfoiiiftlM.    As  to  his  graodoon's  salary  as  socretary ;  never  asked  a  publio 

office,  or  refused  ooe  when  publio  required,  Sept.  3, 1783. 
Coone  oA  to  H.  Laurens.  Loinvfit  to  VoMgre$$,  Sept.  5, 1788. 
From  lisia^iloa,  Sept.  6, 170S. 

(See  JUsiiifiloa  to  Ftamklim^  same  date.) 
From  (hwaU^  Sept.  5, 1782. 

(See  OmmM  to  jPVwiX;Ufi,  same  date.) 
To  Gnmikmm,    As  to  desirability  of  posco,  Sept.  11,  1782. 
From  JUvlfi^tloa  (two  letters),  Sept.  12,  iltfU. 

(See  UtingBion  to  Frmmklinf  same  date.) 
To  Hariieif.    lias  been  suffering  from  gravel  and  gout ;  a  truce  now  Impraot. 

cable,  Sept.  17, 1782. 
From  i4viR^0foif,  Sept.  18,  1782. 

(See  LMn0§t9m  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
From  OMMld,  Sept.  24, 1782. 

<See  0$wald  to  ^amklin,  same  date.) 
From  Vergennm,  Sept.  24, 1782. 

(See  Vm'$9nnm  to  FrwMin^  same  date.) 
To  LMng9ton,    As  yet  no  definite  result  in  the  negotiations,  Sept.  5S6, 1782. 
From  MwrU  (two  letters),  Sept.  27,  1782. 

(See  ifarrif  to  Franklin^  same  date.) 
From  &.  MwrU,  Sept.  28,  1782. 

<See  Q.  M9rri»  to  F^-mnklin,  same  date.) 
From  ifofTif,  Sept.  30, 1782. 

(See  Mania  to  FnmkHnf  same  date.) 
From  iforrif,  Oct.  1, 1782. 

(See  MarrU  to  Franklin^  same  date.) 
From  Vtrgennmf  Oct.  3,  1782. 

(See  FergenneM  to  Frankliny  same  date.) 
From  nariley,  Oct.  4,  1782. 

(Soo  Uarileg  to  /'VaiiArlift,  samo  date.) 
Prom  Mofri9,  Oct.  7,  1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Franklin,  sanio  date.) 
To  Liringstou,    Prof^rosH  of  potice  negotiations.    QiioAtioii  oh  to  miuistore'  sal- 
aries; Raynoval  sont  by  tho  iiiiiiistry  to  Sholbiirnc,  in  ordor  to  dotcrmiDO  as 
to  his  real  purposes,  Oct.  14,  1782. 
To  Adams.    Precluded  from  corresimncloiice  by  long  and  painful  illness;  uogo- 

tiatious  Lave  re-opeued,  Oct.  14,  1782. 
To   Fergenues,    Returns  map,  with  bonudarios  of  United  States  marked  out,  Oct. 

14,1782. 
From  Adams f  Oct.  15,  1782. 

(See  Adams  to  J^y-ankliHf  some  date.) 
From  ToHmskendy  Oct.  23,  1782. 

(See  Townihend  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
From  Aiorris,  Oct.  27,  1782. 

(Sue  Morris  to  Franklin,  same  date. ) 
To  Adams.    Suggestions  as  to  quadruple  alliance,  Nov.  3,  1782. 
To  TowHshend.    Hopes  for  pacification,  Nov.  4,  17H2. 
To  Ftrgennes.    Prussos  anoMier  loan,  Nov.  8, 1782. 
From  Livingston,  Nov.  9,  1782. 

(See  lAvingston  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  Nov.  21,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
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From  Jay,  Nov.  24,  1782. 

(Seo  Jay  to  Franklin j  same  date.) 
To  Oswald.    Showiug  how  iniicli  greater  were  the  losfiea  Bastatued  by  patriots  in 

the  llovolutioii  than  by  loyalists,  Nov.  26,  1782. 
From  Limngatan,  Nov.  27,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Franklin ^  same  date.) 
To  Vergennes,    Announcing  signature  of  treaty  of  peace,  Nov.  29, 1782. 
From  Adams,  Dec.  3,  1782. 

(See  Adams  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  Dec.  3,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  Dec.  4,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston,    Aunonuciug  signature  of  treaty  of  peace,  Dec.  4,  1782. 
To  Livingston,    Giving  circumstances  of  negotiations;  prospects  of  further  aid 

from  France ;  treaties  with  other  powers,  Dec.  5,  1782. 
From  La  Faifctte,  Doc.  8,  1782. 

(Seo  La  Fayette  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
To  Vergennes.    Announcing  tlie  sailing  of  the  IVaskington,  with  a  Dritish  pass- 
port, with  the  ])reliminaries,  Dec.  15,  1782. 
(For  answer,  seo  Vergennes  to  Franklin,  Deo.  16,  1782.) 
To  Vergennes.    Explains  tlie  passport  for  the  Washington;    *<no  peace  is  to  take 
place  between  us  and  England  until  you  have  concluded  yours; "  explana- 
tion of  non-consultation,  Dec.  17,  1782. 
To  Morris.    France  has  supplied  600,000  livres  to  go  at  once,  and  the  rest  of  six 
milliouM  to  bo  paid  quarterly ;  peace  not  yet  secure ;  Parlianieot  may  reject 
the  articles ;  "our  people  should  do  more  for  themselves,"  Dec. 23,  1782. 
To  Livingston,    Exchange  of  powers  with  Sweden ;  proposition  as  to  copper  coin, 

Dec.  24,  1782. 
From  Vergennes,  Dec.  25,  1782. 

(See  Vergennes  to  Franklin,  same  date.  ) 
To  Morris.    Hopes  of  additional  loan  from  France ;  Adams'  prospects  in  Holland ; 
matters  of  accounts;  Penet's  absconding;  separate  States  ought  not  to  at- 
tempt separate  loans,  Dec.  25,  1782. 
To  Cooper.     Character  of  Hnancial  articles ;  fidelity  to  French  engagements  es- 
sential, Dec.  26,  1782. 
His  allowance  to  W.  T.  Franklin,  as  his  secretary,  approved.  Congress, Deio,  27,1782. 
From  Livingston^  Jan.  2,  1783. 

(See  Livingston  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston.     MMlcration  in  his  charges  docs  him  honor,  Jan.  2,  178.*). 
From  Livingston,  Jan.  6,  1783. 

(See  Livingston  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
From  Morris.     Looked  to  to  save  tlie  country  from  financial  ruin,  Jan.  11,  1783. 
From  Morris,    As  to  loans  and  salaries,  Jan.  13,  1783. 
To  Oswald.     Suggestions  for  abandoning  privateering  ;  cost  of  protection  of  sugar 

islands ;  advantages  of  their  neutralization,  Jan.  14,  1783. 
From  Vergennes,  Jan.  18,  1783. 

(See  Vergennes  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
From  Vaughan,  Jan.  18,  1783. 

(See  Fanghan  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston.    Announces  cessation  of  hostilities  between  France,  Spain,  Eng- 
land, and  the  United  Slates,  Jan.  21,  1783. 
To  Vergennes.    Acknowledging  loan  of  six  millions,  Jan.  25,  1783. 
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Fiom  v/Ajr.     ExpiMtive  of  personal  respect  find  of  approval  of  ftppointmeut  of 

W.  T.  Franklin  m  secretary,  Jan.  28,  ITK). 
Daniiih  Government  appeals  (o.     HoBmuroHe  to  fFaltendorf,  Feb.  S3,  I7d3L 
Fnun  Lamreiu,  Mar.  G,  1783. 

(See  LamrenB  to  JPyaiiJbZiii,  same  date. ) 
To  Limnffwtom.    Signature  of  Swedish  treaty,  Mar.  7,  1783. 
To  Morrit.    Ailvising  of  loan  of  six  nilllions;  but  no  fnrUier  aid  this  year  to  be 

espeoted,  from  the  wretched  state  of  French  finances.  Mar.  7, 1783. 
From  HartUy,  Mar.  12,  1783. 

(See  Hartleff  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
From  Laatrtnt,  Mar.  15,  1783. 

(See  Lamren$  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
To  Fer^eaiief.    As  to  commercial  freedom  between  France  and  the  United  States, 

Mar.  16,  1783. 
To  HarUeif.    Expressing  conciliatory  views,  Mar.  23,  1783. 
To  Ferg€nne8.    Aft  to  printing  constitutions  of  States,  Mar.  24, 1783. 
From  Uving9ton,  Mar.  26,  1783. 

(See  lA,vin§9ton  to  FrankUn^  same  date.) 
Aom  Hartley,  Mar.  31, 1783. 

(See  HarUeif  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
Aom  SaloOf  Apr.  1,  1783. 

(See  Salva  to  F^nklin,  same  date.) 
High  opinion  of,  by  Madison.    Madi$on  to  Jlandolphf  Apr.  1,  1783. 
IfKom  Lanrtns,  Apr.  4, 1783. 

(See  Lanrem  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
To  RoMmerone.    As  to  treaty  with  Denmark,  Apr.  13,  1783. 
1o lMng9Um,    Cessation  of  letters;  treaty  with  Denmark;  Laurens'  recovery; 

foreign  dosiro  for  American  trade,  Apr.  15,  1783. 
nom  Foz,    Introducing  Hartley,  Apr.  19,  1783. 
To  Livingston.    Intrmlucing  Count  Dol  Veome,  Apr.  27,  1783. 
To  VergenneB.    As  to  ceding  to  Congress  storas  left  by  Kocliaml)eau  at  Baltimore. 

May  4,  1783. 
lYom  Fergennes.    Hoping  be  will  attend  court,  May  5,  1783. 
To  Vergennea.    Expecting  to  attend,  May  5,  1783. 
To  Hartley.     As  to  privatooring,  May  8,  1783, 
From  LivingitoMy  May  9,  178:J. 

(See  Living8ton%}  Franklin,  same  date.) 
From  Morrvt,  May  12,  1783. 

(See  MorriB  to  J*yanklin,  samo  date.) 
From  Morris  (two  letters),  May  20,  1783. 

(See  Morris  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  May  31,  1783. 

(See  Livingston  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston.    Treaties  in  preparation  with  Sweden  and  Portugal ;  dcGnitive 

treaty  not  yet  closed ;  rocoinmouds  Bancroft,  Juno  12,  1783. 
Prom  De  Stael,  Juno  13,  1783. 

(See  De  Stael  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
And  Jay  to  Vrrgennes.     As  to  accounts,  Juno  18,  1783. 
F*rom  Boudinot  (President  of  Congress),  inclosing  papers,  June  18,  1733. 
From  Rohan,  June  21,  1783. 

(See  Rohan  to  Franklin,  sauie  date.) 
(With  Jay)  to  Vergcnncs.    Appealing  to  him  to  save  their  bills  from  protest,  Juue 

28,  1783. 
To  Fergennes,    Additional  appeal,  July  4,  1783. 
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To  Lanrens.    Defliiitivo  treaty  to  follow  prelimiDariee,  July  6^  1783. 

From  Roiencrone,  July  8,  1783, 
(Seo  Bosencrone  to  Franklifif  same  date.) 

From  Jay,  July  9,  1783. 
(Sco  Jay  to  Franklin^  same  date.) 

From  Crocco,  July  13,  1783. 
(Soo  Crocoo  to  I'Vanklin,  same  date.) 

To  Fergennes.    Urging  additional  loan,  Jaly  14,  1783. 

From  Laurens f  July  17,  1783. 
(Seo  Laurens  to  Franklifif  same  date.) 

To  Livingston,  Glad  that  the  preliminarios  were  received  with  aatisfaetion ; 
rogardfl  tlio  conduct  of  Vcrgennes  and  the  Kiug  in  respect  to  pence  as  fair;  re- 
grets Adams'  constant  and  public  assertions  to  the  contrary ;  pemieious  effect 
of  navigation  proclamation;  qnestion  of  retaliation;  negotiations  with  Porto- 
gal  and  Denmark ;  desires  to  withdraw  from  service;  Chaamont's position  as 
to  Alliance  and  Bon  Homme  Richard;  regrets  Livingston's  resignation  ;  asks 
for  diplomatic  position  for  his  grandson ;  negotiations  with  Bayaria;  dangers 
of  Algiers;  prisoners  of  war  discharged,  Jnly  22,  1783. 

To  Morris.  Necessity  of  exertion  at  homo,  for  no  more  money  is  to  be  obtained 
abroad,  July  27,  1783. 

(With  Jay,  and  Laurens)  to  Livingslon,  British  indecision  as  to  definitive  treaty ; 
may  probably  have  to  drop  oil  commercial  articles;  all  treaties  to  be  signed 
together,  July  27,  1783. 

From  Pope's  Nuncio,  as  to  establishing  a  bishop  or  an  apostolie  yicar  in  the 
United  States,  July  28,  1783. 

Hid  negotiating  with  Denmark  objected  to.    Adams  to  Livingston,  Aog.  13, 1783. 

From  Boudinoi.  Advising  him  of  the  ratification  of  his  treaty  with  Sweden  with 
verbal  chauges,  Aug.  15, 1783. 

His  ascendency  at  Versailles  complained  of.    Adams  to  Gerry,  Aug.  15,  1783. 

To  Vergenncs.  luformitig  him  that  the  American  commissioners  were  inclined  to 
nccei^t  the  British  proposition  of  making  the  provisional  treaty  definitive. 
Aug.  16, 1783. 

To  LaureMs.    To  same  e/Tect,  Aug.  21,  1783. 

From  Rayntval,    As  to  time  of  signature,  Aug.  29,  1783. 

From  Hartley.     As  to  time  of  signature,  Aug.  29,  1783. 

To  Congress.     Defmitivo  treaty  to  bo  signed  Sept.  3,  Aug.  31,  1783. 

To  Fox.    Cotiuiiending  Hartley,  Sept.  5,  1783.  • 

To  Hartley.  Letter  of  friendliness;  advising  prompt  evacuation  of  New  York, 
Sept  6,  1783. 

From  Boudiuot,  Sept.  9,  1783. 
(Seo  Bondinot  to  I'Vanklin,  same  date.) 

To  Jay.  Giving  a  letter  from  America  charging  Franklin  with  being  dereliot  on 
the  fishery  (juestion,  and  asking  for  an  answer,  Sept.  10, 1783. 

From  Jay.     Fully  disproving  charge,  Sept.  11, 1783. 

From  Adams.     Fully  disproving  charge,  Sept.  13, 1763. 

To  Congress.  Regrets  Livingston's  resignation  ;  signature  of  definitive  treaty  ; 
negotiations  with  Denmark,  Portugal,  and  Morocco;  friendly  attitude  of 
France;  Vergennes  refuses  to  sign  treaty  with  England  until  after  signature 
of  our  definitive  treaty,  Sept.  13, 1783. 

From  Adams,  Sept.  13,  1783. 
(Seo  Adams  to  Franklin,  Stime  date.) 

From  Hartley,  Sept.  24, 1783. 
(See  Hartley  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 


Tkakkimi,  B.— CoDtinood. 

Froui  Uarrit,  Sept.  30. 1783. 
(See  itorrii  to  FranUiH,  Rirnie  date.) 

To  Hartley.     Jlb  U>  frioiiiUy  ruInLions,  Oat,  lli.  '23, 1TS3. 

ToCoiigre**.    As  to  public  evento  auilCalvoti'e  claim,  Nov.  1,1783. 

From  Croeco,  Nov.  K,  1783. 
(See  Crocvo  to  Franklin,  sniiio  ilnte.) 

To  LaKreni.    As  to  aiitborsliiji  of  certain  aDonymoua  lultcrs,  Dm;.  G,  1783. 

To  rarycHHca.     An  to  Kofuaii  Cntboliu  biBbop  <ii  Amerieii,  Doc.  lu.  I7KI. 

To  Carmichael.     Ab  to  vrbolhar  Croooa,  lUicgeil  niiuiatcr  I'or  Uorocco,  is  genuine, 
Dec.  15. 1783. 

To  Croaeo.     Sayiug  that  no  BDawDr  can  be  given  to  bis  propoaaU  tintil  inqiiitj, 
Doc  15,  1783. 

To  Congrrm.  Britisb  unwilllueneM  to  treat  uudor  ttin  eyo  of  tlie  French  otirt; 
UrilUIi  iliBlrnst  of  Aniononn  InetitiitiouB  mid  oxngijuratiou  of  Americftii 
dvfi^clB;  ncgutlatiouB  vtitb  DHiiitiMirk,  rnrtii^fil,  mid  Morocco  atill  ojieu; 
I'aiil  Junes'  Dzp«uBt«  wero  puid  wliolly  by  Frsuop,  Ucr.  •&,  VISi. 
Marrif.  Kloutioiiiiig  tuiprudoiit  mid  violoiilrBniurks  of  Adams  in  PariiM  likoly 
to  oudougvr  tlio  good  toiiitiuua  of  tho  cuniitrlw,  mid  projtidico  Ioau  ;  finan- 
oisl  diOlcaUiea;  lUQiDaltinB  d«  tosalnritiB  mid  oottt.iiigont  oxpeiises;  wrong  iif 
rofnsAl  to  fay  taxoa;  nil  property  ia  snbjuct  to  tlio  sUtto;  Ln  Fa.vottc's  cou 
tiuuod  good  oIllccB  and  inlluonce;  regrota  MnrrU'  rctiromDiit;  proposed 
Frouch  loan  ;  airangeuiout  as  lo  forwarillng  tobacco,  Dec.  25,  1763. 

From  MoTi-it,  Doc.  25,  I7H3. 
(8oe  J/orrii  to  FraHklin,  Rnniiidntc.) 

To  Jfjflin.    Ashing  for  recall,  anil  also  for  posit  inn  forbia  gmndsnn,  Deo.  36, 1783. 

To  Confrai.   Reoouiuieuda  llodgaoii  ae  congiil  at  London,  Df^c.  'iS.  1783. 

ToHarltfly.    As  to  bcreditary  ayatoma  of  govornmuDt,  Jan.  7,  1784. 

From  Jforria,  Feb.  13,  1784. 

(See  .l/urri«  to  FrawUin.  H.'imc  AnU:) 

To  LoMrau.    Bad  effect  of  rinecoiM  ;  avarj  pimoe  of  honor  slioDld  be  %  place  of 

barden,  Feb.  12,  1784. 
Pram  M«nit,  Feb.  13,  1784. 

(See  ifMTif  to  Frotikiiit,  same  date.) 
toStrtAtn.    Engllali  critlolBmB  on  Ainerio*,  uid  Amerloan  on  England,  Fe)>,16, 

1784. 
FhMU  CorMfeiUel,  Fob.  XT,  1TS4. 

(fiee  CarMloftMt  to  J>(inUiii,Bune  daU.) 
Fiom  BartUy,  M»r.  %  1784. 

(See  Harlhg  to  Frankttn,  same  date. ) 
To  TkomMon.    Sxplainlug  dulay  in  ratiQcstiou ;  pronnre  of  persona  proposing  to 

emigrate  to  America,  Mar.  0,  1784. 
To  Cangrett.    Am  to  ratification  ;  liritiah  proclamation  of  traile,  May  12,  1784. 
To  Tkommn.    Treaty  ratlQod;  future  groatnessof  Aiucrion  depends  on  union  and 

ecoDomy  and  honor  in  paying  debts;  is  waiting  for  an  answer  from  Congroea 

Ibc  bis  request  for  release  and  fur  employment  of  bia  granilson.  May  13, 1784. 
From  Hartley,  Juno  1, 1784. 

(See  HartUa  to  F^ankHn,  same  date.) 
To  HartUi.     AuBweiing  tbelattor'acritioisniou  form  of  rati  li  cation,  June  3,1784. 
To  Congrai.     As  to  these  crilicisina;  bis  malady  prevents  bim  from  driving,  but 

bis  grandson  goes  on  ooart  days  to  Vorsnilles  in  bie  place;  continued  friond- 

linoea  of  France,  June  16, 1784. 
To  Argtnttan.    As  to  treaty  with  the  Ein|>eror  of  Germany,  July  30, 1784. 
Fran  ATfnUat,  Jnly  30, 1784. 
(See  FrMMjOkm  to  Aratntrau,  saino  dale. } 
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FkankuNi  B.— Continuocl. 

From  VergcnneSf  Aug.  27, 1784. 

(See  Vergenna  to  Franklinf  same  date.) 
To  Vergennes,    By  resolntion  of  Congress  *Mi  will  be  our  ooDstant  oare  to  place 
DO  people  on  more  advantageoas  groand  than  the  sabjects  of"  Franco,  Sept. 
3,  1784. 
From  ArgcnteaUf  Sept.  8, 1784. 

(Soe  Argcntcau  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
From  Vcrgennea,    "This  declaration  has  been  yery  agreeable  to  the  King,"  Sept. 

9, 1784. 
From  Morris.  Sept.  30, 1784. 

(Sco  Morris  to  FrankliHf  same  date.) 
To  Thomson,    Propositions  for  treating  have  been  made,  in  conformity  with  in- 
structions, to  all  the  powers  of  Europe,  Oct.  16, 17,  Not.  11, 1784. 
From  Va-gcnncSt  October  30, 1784. 
(See  Vcrgcnncs  to  FrankliUf  same  date.) 
Franklin,  W.    Notice  of.    (See  Introduction,  $  lft7,  and  see  Franklin  to  PrleitUsf,  Jan. 

1,1779. 
Franklin,  W.  T.     His  grandfather  asks  for  diplomatic  employment  for.    Franklin  to 
Congrcssy  Mar.  13, 1781.    See  further,  Ji,  Franklin, 
Secretary  to  Dr.  Franklin.    Claims  of,  Sept.  3, 1782. 
Appointed  secretary  to  the  peace  commission,  Oct.  1, 1782. 

His  grandfather  asks  for  his  continuance  in  diplomatic  service,  Dec.  26, 1783.    See 
F>rankHny  B.) 
Frederick  the  Great— 

Position  as  to  Revolution.    (See  Introduction,  $  90.) 

Views  on  stealing  of  A.  Lice's  papers.    Frederick  to  MalUam,  June  30, 1777.    (See 

Introduction,  $$  144,  193. 
His  good  wishes  for  America,  and  offers  to  follow  France  in  recognition  of  Amer- 
ica.    Schulenberg  to  A.  I^e,  Jan.  16,  1778.    (But  see  Introduction,  f  90.) 
Free  ports.    Orient,  Ba.vouno,  Dunkirk,  and  Marseilles  constituted,  for  American 

vessels.     Colon ne  to  Ln  Fayette^  Jan.  5,  1784. 
"Frkk  ships  make  frke  goods" — 

Rule  adopted  by  Franklin  in  instructions  to  cruisers.  May  30,  1780.    But  rule  ro- 

jected  ill  case  of  the  Flora,     Franklin  to  Vergennes^  June  18,  1780. 
Provalonco  of  niaxiui.     Franklin  to  Morris,  Juno  3,  1780. 
Action  of  Congress  as  to.     Livingston  to  Deane,  Oct.  22,  1781. 
Proposal  for  general  adoption  of  rule.     Adaw^  journal,  Dec.  9,  1782. 
Policy  of  maxim.     Livingsfon  to  Congress,  Juno  3,  1783. 
French  alliance.     (Sec  France.) 

French  officers.     (See  OffifAn-s  to  FrancCj  and  see  Introduction,  §  25,  78.) 
Frey.     Introduction  of,  by  Franklin  to  Washington,  June  13,  1777. 
"  Friend  in  England."    From  I^ranklin,  Oct.  3,  1775. 

(See  I^yanklin  to  Friend  in  England,  same  date.) 
Friesland.    Resolves  to  acknowledge  the  independence  of  America.    Adams  to  Van- 

guyon,  Mar.  1,  1787. 
Frigates.     (See  Shi^ys.) 
Gage,  General — 

His  desertion  of  loyalists  in  Boston.    Introduction,  (i  24. 
Treacherous  conduct  of.     Franklin  to  Priestley,  June  7,  1775. 
Gallitzen — 

Memorial  given  by.    Adams  to  Congress,  Apr.  10,  1780. 
From  Adams,  Mar.  8,  1781. 
(See  Adams  to  Gallitzen,  same  date.) 
Ialloway — 

Pamphlet  of,  criticised.    Adams  to  Congress,  Juno  16,  1780.  • 
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Oallowat— Continned. 

Was  a  friend  of  Fraukliu,  holding  somo  of  his  papers  in  deposit,  wliicli  Franlclin, 
on  Galloway's  oliange  of  position,  seeks  to  reolaim.    Franklin  to  Bache,  Sept. 
13, 1781. 
rALYEZ.    Froin  Jag,  Jan.  37,  1780. 
(See  Jajf  to  GalPts,  same  date. ) 

Agent  to  send  supplies  from  Spain.    A,  Lee  to  Commitieef  Mar.  18,  1777. 

Hanking  operations  of,  in  aid  of  America.     Introduction,  $  87. 

Business  relations  of,  to  the  United  States.    A.  Lee  to  CommitUe,  Mar.  18,  Apr. 

2,  1777. 
Remittances  to  A.  Lee,  Apr.  28,  1777. 
From  A.  Lee,  May  8,  1777. 

(See  A.  Lee  to  Gardoqui,  same  date.) 
From  A.  Lee,  Aug.  18,  1777. 

(See  A.  Lee  To  (hirdoqui,  same  date.) 
From  A.  Lee,  Sept.  25,  1777. 

(See  A,  Lee  to  OardoqtU,  same  date. ) 
Consignments  by.    CommiwioHere  to  Committee,  Oct.  7,  1777. 
From  A.  Lee,  Nov.  15,  1777. 

(See  A,  Lee  to  Oardoqni  4"  Sons,  same  date. ) 
Accounts  of  goods  furnished.     Gardoqni  to  A,  Lee,  Apr.  1,  1778. 
From  A,  Lee,  Aug.  27,  1778. 

(See  A.  Lee  to  Gardoqui,  same  date.) 
From  A.  Lee,  Sept.  1,  1778. 

(See  A,  Lee  to  Gardoqui,  same  date.) 
From  A.  Lee,  Oct.  6,  1778. 

(See  A,  Lee  to  Gardoqui,  same  date.) 
To  d.  Lee,  Dec.  4,  1778. 

(See  A,  Lee  to  Gardoqui^  same  date.) 
Flis  posiliou  in  Spaiu.     Carmichael  to  Congress,  An{^.  22,  1780. 
Appointed  to  Ruccood  Miralloti.     Carmichael  to  Congress,  Sopt.  19,  1780. 
Conference  with  Jay.    Jay  to  Congress,  Nov.  0,  1780. 
Detained  iu  Spain.     Carmichael  to  Committee,  Nov.  28,  1780. 
Will  ombark  soon.     Carmichael  to  Committee,  Jan.  21),  1781. 
Position  of,  in  Spain.     Carmichael  to  Livingston,  Jan.  18,  1782. 
Appointed  Spanish  miniHtnr  at  thu  United  States.     Florida  Jllanca  to  Congress, 
Oct.  8,  1784 ;   King  of  Simin  to  Congress,  Sopt.  25,  17H1. 
(^AUTii,  CiiAULRS,  absent  and  does  not  prosout  petition  of  Congress  to  King.    Frank- 
lin to  Thomson,  Fob.  5,  1775. 
Gates — 

Position  of,  as  to  Washington.     Introduction,  ^  11. 
From  Franklin,  Aug.  28,  1770. 

(See  Franklin  to  Gates,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Juno  2,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  Gates,  siiino  date.) 
Gknrralissimo.    Suggestion  of  Broglio  as.     Introdnctiou,  $  ^  77,  78. 

GiNKT— 

To  Adams.     Addresses  friendly  letter,  Oct.  24,  1778  ^with  notice  of). 
From  Adams,  Feb.  18,  1780. 

(See  Adams  to  Gcnti,  same  date.) 
Tm  Adams.    Unites  iu  discrediting  false  reports  lately  started  iu  England,  Feb. 

20,  1780. 
From  Adams,  Feb.  24,  1780. 

(See  Adams  to  Genet,  same  date.) 
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Genet— Continued. 

From  AdaniSj  Apr.  29,  1780. 

(See  Adams  to  Genctf  samo  date.) 
From  AdaviSf  May  3,  1780. 

(Soo  Adani8  to  Oenetf  same  date.) 
From  AdamSf  May  9,  1780. 

{iieo  Adanis  to  Gcnctf  same  date.) 
From  Adains,  May  15,  1780. 

(See  Adams  to  Genety  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  May  17,  1780. 

(Seo  Adams  to  Genetf  same  date.) 
Geohgr  III— 

His  attitude  as  to  the  revolntioD.    Introdaotion,  $  27. 

Regards  Franklin  as  a  leading  power.    lutrodaction,  $  123. 

His  character  an  obstacle  to  peace.    Adams  to  Congress^  June  i^  1780. 

Answer  of,  to  i>roi>ositiou8  of  mediating  ooarts,  givea   ander  Franklin  to  Con- 

grcssy  Mar.  12,  1781. 
Duplicity  and  rancor  of.     Franklin  to  TAmngston,  June  29,  178*2. 
Warrant  for  negotiating  peace,  July  25,  1782. 
Second  peace  commission  to  Oswald,  Sept.  21, 1782. 
Proclamation  of  cessation  of  arms,  Feb.  14,  1783.    Fitzherheri  to  CommU9ioner»^ 

Feb.  18,  1783. 
Ratification  of  provisional  articles,  Aug.  6, 1783. 
Geuard— 

Notice  of.    Introduction,  $  83. 

His  relations  t^  A.  I^ee.    Ihid.,  $  14G. 

From  Franklin  et  al,  to,  Jan.  14,  1777. 

(See  Franklin  etal.  (or  Commissioners)  to  Gerard,  some  date.) 
From  A.  Lce^  Aug.  1, 1777. 

(See  A.  Lee  to  Gerard^  same  date.) 
From  Commissioners^  Feb.  1,  1778. 

(See  Franklin  and  Deanc  to  Gerard f  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Feb.  24,  1778. 

(See  Franklin  to  Gerard,  same  date.) 
From  Frail  Win,  Feb.  25,  1778. 

(See  Franklin  to  Gerard,  samo  date.) 
Announcement  by  Louis  XVI  of  appointment  of,  as  minister  and  consnl-goneral 

to  the  United  States.     Jyouis  XVI  to  Congress,  Mar. 28,  1778. 
From  Vergennes,  Mar.2i),  1778. 

(See  Vergennes  to  Gerard,  same  date.) 
Introduced  to  Laurens.    Franklin  to  Xaurcn^,  Mar.  31,  1778.    (See  Introdaotion, 

^  83. ) 
Has  letters  to  Philadelphia  from  A.  IjCO.     Gerard  to  Lee,  Apr.  1,  1778. 
Circumstances  of  his  appointment  as  minister  to  the  United  States.    Franklin  to 

A.  Lee,  Apr.  4,  1778. 
Arrival  of.     DcaneU}  Congress,  July  8,  1778. 
Congress  takes  mciisu res  to  receive,  July  11,  1778. 

Informs  Congress  of  privileges  given  in  Franco  to  American  ships,  July  14,  1778. 
Asks  Congrcfjs  to  take  charge  of  prisoners,  July  16, 1778. 
Ceremonies  of  reception  of.     Congress,  July  20,  28,  1776. 
Conferoncc8  with.     Note  to  instructions  to  Franklin  of  Oct.  20,  1778. 
To  Commissioners.     Obtains  provisions  for  France,  Nov.  9,  1778. 
To  Congress.     As  to  authorization  of  documents,  Dec.  2,  1778. 
'i'o  Congress.     As  to  claim  of  Hortaioz  &  Co.,  Dec.  4, 1778. 
To  Congress.    Suggests  rule  as  to  privateers,  Dec.  6,  1778. 


fSfiUkSffiflfirfilfefit:* 


Okhar  ■> — Cnn  tin  ned . 

Tu  Cousrrt:     Urgoa  (Idelity  to  Irotty  of  177M,  Dho.7.  1775. 

To  Congre»:     Rc>|iiiwt  Tor  prori-iioLis.     Gerard  to  GoKgrf,»,  Uec.  14,  tiTH. 

Ti>  CoH^rm.     DoclareB  l.b.it  Boniiniurcbnis'  BUjiplios  won;  iiol  gratuiCicii,  Jan,  4, 

1779. 
Tu  Congnas.     Duniea  Pnine's  slaUinieat  that  Hnpi>tJ08  noro  aout  l>f  Fcauce  as  m 

preMiit,  Jnii.  5,  1770. 
To  Va»greu.    Kcpenta  Mvlil  doniiil  Atui  nnlU  for  action,  Jnn.  10,  1779. 
Couj;reSB  re|)Ucl1nt««  raiiic'n  ntAtemcnt,  Jiui.  14,  I77!i. 
To  Congre*!.     Advises  of  Action  of  l>iit>cirtittl  Aitil  aiwicintm,  Jiui.  lf>,  1779. 
FtDui  Dii}Kirlail,  La  Badinrr,  ailtl  Launtojl,  Jnn.  15,  177il. 

(Scu  l>rporlaU,  ■(  at.,  to  tierard,  «am«  [lnt«.) 
Tu  CoH^rr**.     Ask«  for  iiifonualiQU  an  to  Biipplf  of  jToot,  Vf\t.  3,  1779. 
Tu  VOagrf*:     Auuuoucea  Spain's  offer  of  medintlou.     (lerard  to  Congrtti,  Fol).  0, 

177a. 
Td  Cenyreat.     Anoonncos  tlint  Frftiioo  bnamivdonKntnt  nf  7r>(),000  livros,  nnd  tliat 

llie  liuunui  arc  bale'  corilraol  wna  i>  linsiiimis  ulliiir,  l''cli.  V,  177'J. 
To  (7i»i9r«9(.     AdviBo*  npiuiiatmuul  of  B|>ooIsI  pvnco  miuistor.  Fob.  1&,  1770. 
To  CengrnM.     Asks  as  to  mto  of  exuliango,  Mur,  14,  1779. 
AddrmsM  Coiigreu  ob  to  ujainlonnnce  of  ulliniirc.  Mar,  17,17711. 
T»  CtmiiraK.     AiinounacB  hiB  propoiieil  dopatltiro,  Har.  31,  1779. 
T'o  Coitgreti.     SeuiU  Cnrupi-nn  iufiiniintion,  Apr.  G,  1779. 

Ti>  Cougrttt.     Complaining  of  Boixiice  ur  gpfvuioh  vcxsoIh,  Apr.  'M,  Stay  19,  177i)> 
Favorabln  cstlniftte  of,  lijr  Jay.     Jag  Ur  IVtuihinglOH,  Apr.  l![i,  177<J. 
To  CoHgreu.     AunonnccB  frcsli  aid  fmni  Fmaco,  May  6,  1779. 
To  CoHjrt*».     Aa  lo  uiovoiiiouto  of  D'Bslning,  Ma;  9,  1779. 
Jlltscked  Mbj  23.  177!l,  by  A.  Leu.     Introdnetfoo,  ^  I4G. 

Urgta  riilolilylo  trualy  oblignlionB,  May 'A  1779. 

Uarliatuiia  WBntinout  by  enemy  of  l-'ronolim(Jii  in  Virginia,  May  2&, 

Importiinoe  offtllisnoe  of  Bpnin,  Hay  27,  I7T0. 
1o  Co*gr*M,     As  to  iiuiMDuitiM  of  flags,  June  21,  1779. 
XVom  r«rmiM),  Jnae  39,  1770. 

(8m  Gtrard  to  rBr^^auw,  nndcr  date  Sept.  1,  1779. 
1o  Oaffw*.     Aato  ihip  Defenoe,  July  5,  -X,  1779. 
7a  CimfreM.    Aa  to  proTlaiona  for  Frnnoo,  July  &,  1779. 
Confemiae  of  CongrcsB  wltb,  July  10, 1779. 

Propoaltion  aa  to  priaoncrs ;  ooufetvnoo  mitli  Cnn^fwa,  Jnly  10,  1773. 
VioiTB  of,  U  to  Drillab  locugnition  of  iudependoiice,  July  10, 1779. 
I'o  nelktr,  July  26,  38,  July  SO,  1779. 
.Tu  Coayrew.     Aa  M  proviaiona,  July  36,  1779. 
From  Da  BoMle,  Jaij  11,  1779. 

(Bea  D«S«nitU  to  Oertird,  same  date.) 
rcom  BoUtr,  July  39,  1779. 

(See  Holker  to  Gerard,  same  datfl.) 
From  Kaed,  July  31,  1770. 

(See  Aesil  to  Otrard,  Bame  date.) 
To  (,'oajrreM.     AnnouDoes  Spaniab  alliaaoe.     Oerard  to  Coagreti,  Sept.  7,  1879. 
C«remoaial  of  tAking  leave,  Sept.  15, 1T79. 
R«piyof  Congreas  tu.Sept.  SO,  1779. 
From  Congreu,  8«pL  3!>,  1770. 

(See  Cangreu  to  Otrard,  same  date.) 
iniallBnged  by  A.  Lee,  May  II,  1780.     Introdnotton,  t  146. 
CiuuiN,  Lord  a.    Cbaraotet  of.    See  lutroduoUou,  t  ^i  A.  Lee  to  Dnnwf,  B«pt.33, 
177ft. 
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Germain,  Lord  O. — Continncd. 
From  Franklin,  Feb.  7,  1777. 

(Soe  Franklin  to  Oermain,  same  date.) 
His  position  in  May,  1777. 
Carmiohael  to  Dtimaa,  May  9, 1777. 

Common  is  on  speocli  of.  Adams  to  Congress,  Jauo  2, 1780. 
Grrman  Empire.  Policy  of,  to  America.  Intn)diiction,  $  96. 
CrKRMAN  TROOPS.    Barbatoos  hiring  of.    Franklin  to   Winlkrop,  May  1,  1777. 

Employment  of,  by  British.     A,  Lee  to  Committee,  Feb.  11,  1779. 
Qkrmany.    British  enlistments  in.     Commissioners  to  Committee,  Jan.  17,  1777. 
Political  position  of.     A.  Lee  to  Committee,  July  29,  1777.     Introdnction,  ^  96. 
Proper  form  of  nddrossin)^  Emperor  of.     JV,  Lee  to  Contfress,  Jan.  23,  1778. 
Offers  with  Russia  to  mediate.     Carmiohael  to  Committee,  Jan.  29,  1781 ;  Cormi- 

chael  to  Committee,  Feb.  22,  1781. 
Accession  of  to  nrinud  nentrality.     Adunis  to  Congress,  Deo.  29,  1781. 
Emperor  of.    Treaty  with.    Franklin  to  ArgenteaOf  July  30, 1784. 
Argentcau  to  Franklin,  Sept.  28,  1784. 
Gerry — 

From  Adams,  Dec.  5, 1778  (with  notice). 
(See  Adams  to  (ierry,  same  date.) 
To  yidams,    AfTairs  in  the  United  States,  May  5,  1780. 
From  Adams,  Ang.  5, 1783. 

(See  Adams  to  Gerry,  same  date.) 
From  Morris,  Ang.  26,  1783. 

(See  A  fan-is  to  Gcirif,  same  date. 
From  Adams,  Sept.  9, 1783. 

(See  Adams  to  Gerry,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Sept.  3, 1783. 
(See  Adams  to  Gerry,  same  date.) 
Gibraltar.     BritiHli  retention  of.     Introduction,  (i  86. 

Franklin  to  Jay,  Oct.  16,  1781 ;  Franklin  lo  Jackson,  same  date. 
Siege  of.     Carmiohael  to  Livingston,  So^tt.  29,  1782. 
GiLLON,  Captain- 
Misconduct  of.     Franklin  to  Morris,  Sept.  12,  1781 ;  Franklin  to  Congress,  Not.  5, 
1781;  lyanklin  to  Jdams,  Nov.  7,  1781;  Franklin  to  Laurens,  Nov.  8,  1781; 
Franklin  to  Adan^,  Nov.  20,  1781;  Livingston  to  Carmic/ioe^,  Dec.  20,1781; 
Franklin  to  Morris,  Mar.  4,  1782. 
From  Franklin,  July  r>,  1779. 

(Sco  Franklin  to  Gillon,  same  date.) 
Complniut-s  against,  by  Spain,     i/ay  to  Ximif<7«ton,  Apr.  28,  1782. 
(Sco  Luzerne  to  Livingston,  May  19,  1783.) 
Glouckstkr,  Duke  of,  friendly  to  America.     Introduction,  $  27. 
GoiiVRRNKUU,  Isaac.    Arrest  of,  at  Eustatia.    Lovell  to  Franklin,  May  9,  1781. 

GOURION— 

Contract  with,  Feb.  13,  1777. 

Letter  connneuding.     Livingston  to  Franklin,  Nov.  24,  1781. 

GOVKRNOR  OF  CONNECTICUT — 

From  J/orri»,Nov.  20,  1781. 

(Soe  Morris  to  Governor  of  Connecticut,  same  date.) 
From  Morris,  June  14,  1782. 
(See  Morris  to  Governor  of  Connecticut,  same  date.) 
Governor  of  Corunna.    From  Adams,  Dec.  18,  1779. 
(See  Adams  to  Governor  of  Corunna,  same  date.) 
Governor  of  Cuba— 

From  Morris,  Nov.  2,  1780. 
(See  Morris  to  Governor  of  Cuba,  same  date.) 
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OoTSRMon  OP  Cuba— Con ttn  lied. 
From  MotTu,  July  17.  1781. 
(See  ilerria  to  Genaiior  of  llarana,  Baaio  ilntu. ) 

GUVERKOR  OF  MaRYIJVKO  — 

From  MorrU,  Ang.  2S,  1/61. 

(Sco  ilorria  to  GorfTiwr  of  Maryland,  miiiio  rliilji.) 
From  Slorrit,  Apr.  30,  lT*i. 

(Sc«  Morrii  to  Citn-nor  of  Sfarylaiirl,  siunii  iliitn.) 
From  iforrw,  Jnly  9.  178^ 

iSm!  ^orri)  to  Gorernor  of  ilargtatid,  auuiu  ilul-o.) 
From  MonU,  Jiilj  !H1,  I7ea. 
(jiw  Merrill  to  Garai'Nur  o/  Marj/lanJ,  Riitiii>  dnlc.) 
OoVKRSoHS  ofNoiitii  Caruuna,  Suutii  Cahiilina,  AMI"  Gi'^oiiOTA.     From  J/outa, 
Dec.  10,  1781. 
(Sco  Morris  to  G'tmnrNori  of  North  Carolinit,  SoHlk  'hiiuIiho,  ami  (iwrglu,  nauia 
ilnto.) 
""vbhsob  of  Nortr  Carouna.    From  MonU.Oot.  7.  1782. 
(Soc  ifoiTii  to  frOTWnor  if/  iS'orlh  Cnmliiin,  Ramo  <livtn.) 
OovBiuioKS  or  Nbw  Jkiisuy  and  Drlawabb.     From  Morrii,  Aiir.  23, 17B1. 

(Seo  Morrii  to  Governor*  of  N*tc  Jerng  kikI  Delaware,  avaa  date.) 
OoviBHOBOP  Nbw  Yokk.     From  Morrit,  Uuo.  U,  17S1, 
{Sua  iforri*  to  OovrmoT  of  Nem  York,  aamo  iliito.> 

("OVaRNOIlOF  RllODR  ISLANO— 

From  Morrrii,  Jim.  U,  17tl2. 

(Sc«  Vom't  to  Governor  of  llhode  hlanJ,  aninn  d&ln,) 
From  lilorrii.  Jimo  S(>,  1782. 

(Son  Morria  to  Gorirniu'  o/  WfcoAi  /utanfl,  aiuuo  dale. ) 
From  Morrit,  Aug.  S,  17H2. 

(8oa  ilorrii  to  Coptrnai'  of  lihoAe  Itland,  sainn  dnlo.) 
From  Jforri*,  Oct.  24,  I7t«. 

(Seo  Morrill  to  (Jorprnor  o/  Rhode  Iitanil,  tnuio  ilaliv) 
From  Morrit,  Jnm>  SI,  1784. 

kme  data.) 
,  Nov.  8,  1782. 

(8aa  Lttnu  to  Oovfmor  of  SL  ChrUtaphtr,  samo  dato.) 
QorutnoK  or  Viroinia— 

Prom  Morri*.  Ang.  23,  1781. 

(8«e  Moni*  to  Oorrriiur  of  I'irginia,  Bnme  dnto.) 
From  Morrit,  Oot.  16,  IfHI. 

(8e«  Morrit  to  QoMmor a/  fii'^iNta,  namo  dato.) 
From  Morrit,  Apr.  27,  17B2. 

(Hee  Morrit  to  OmwKor  o/  Fir^nJa,  Buiiie  duto.) 
^TBRKORfl  or  TIIK  Statbs — 

From  Morrit,  July  2S,  1781. 

(Sec  Marrii  to  Goarnon  of  Statat,  wmo  dote.) 
From  Morrii,  July  27,  17(11. 

(See  ATorrlf  to  OoMriwri  a/  SUtUt,  eamo  duto.) 
From  Jforri*,  Aug.  4, 1781. 

(See  Morrit  to  (Toremw*  o/  Suiitt,  same  date. ) 
From  MorrU,  Sept.  4, 1781. 

(See  Morrit  to  Oovemon  of  Stale*,  same  dat«.) 
From  Morrit,  Oct.  19,  1781. 

(See  Morrit  to  Oowriwri  a/SlalM,  eamedate.) 
From  Litingtton,  Nov.  12,  1781. 

(See  UtiitgttoK  to  Oovemort  of  Slate*,  same  date. ) 
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GOVXKNORS  OF  THK  8TATK8— CoDtinuOd. 
l'-ii>m  Mbitu,  Nuv  V    1?IJ1. 

<Soo  AforrU  to  QoBtrnort  of  SMm,  Mmedato.) 
From  Morrit,  Jao.  a,  1782. 

8eo  J/orrii  to  Qoteritort  of  Stata,  same  date.) 
¥mm  MorrU,  Jau.  B,  17BS. 

(Sou  l/bri-if  to  tioKTitorf  ofStatti,  utoie  tlBte.) 
From  «orrr#,  Feb.  15, 1782. 

{Seeilorrit  to  Govrrnors  n/Slata,  soma  date.) 
From  LivlHgilen,  Fob.  IS,  17Si. 

(Svo  LieiKgnton  t-u  tlorriiiora  of  SUttM,  umo  date.) 
From  UFiKg,lo«.  Fob.  lU,  1783. 

(Buu  /.(flHi/glDii  to  Goiwriion  i;/'  Slattt,  snraB  date.) 
Frotti  .Jforrh,  Har.  0,  1782. 

(8oo  ilorrh  to  froramor*  of  Stale*,  aaiue  dalo.) 
Frum  jUocri-.,  Apr.  If.,  I7H-2. 

(Soo  Storrit  b>  (idrornort  o/  Statet,  iatno  data.) 
From  /.isiNgilan,  May  8,  ITai. 

(Sm)  LiriHifiruii  to  fSovernor*  of  Statet,  aamod&le.) 
From  MorrU,  May  0, 1760. 

<Seo  itorrit  to  Gorcrmon  of  Stalti,  aamn  6aU>.) 
From  iforriii,  t'ay  IG,  17'S. 

<8oa  JfoiTij  ti)  GofcTKort  of  State*,  muna  date.) 
From  LivittgiloH,  £v\>t.  1'2,  l7r:!'J. 

(6iM  LhiiigitOH  to  Oovernort  of  Statot,  samB  date.) 
From  Unlngtton,  Sopt.  15, 17B2. 

(See  Utiiigiloa  to  Uovernon  of  Stale*,  sumo  date 
Prom  MorrU,  Oot.  21,  I7!ii. 

(Sou  JUorii*  to  tioi^cmor*  o/  Slate*,  bame  date. ) 
From  LitM'nffKfoN,  Deu.  1i:t,  17«!. 

(Suo  /.ielngilon  to  tiopimori  a/  Stale*,  aamo  date.) 
From  XiriNstluH    Mar.    K,    ^1. 

Sue  LivingKlmi  to  Gorernortof  Slate*,  eanie  ilate.) 
rroin  Mon-i*.  Apr.  7,  1783. 

(Seo  Uorria  to  (rotvrnoro  of  Stat**,  aaDio  date.) 
From  WpI«s»(ob,  Apr  1'2.  lltW. 

(Sue  Ut>l»giiloH  111  GorirNori  of  Stale*,  sniiiu  data.) 
Fnmi  jVorri*,  Mity  lit,    7d:). 

<Suo  J/ori  Ja  ti>  OotHYiioyA  nf  Statet,  saiue  date.) 
From  Jfarrif   Jtlttc  r.,  ITrti. 

<8«e  Jfoiri*  to  Goremort  of  State*,  eaitie  date.) 
From  Morris.  July  11,  17H3. 

(SfMi  .l/orrfi  to  Gotcrnon  of  Stale*,  samo  date.) 
rr..iii  .Vojii-,  July  aft,  17SI. 

(3oe  J/orri«  to  Goii-rnori  of  Slate*,  same  datn.) 
Qor,  Captain.     Rocommcndiition  of.     Deane  to  Committee, 
Orasi>— 

Ccirn«poiiiloitcn  wttli,  ns  to  "  lost  mitlioii."  Intrmloot 
OITura  tu  dlKoiin  bi  iBdrniTD  by  Contjrnas.  Carmiaha-r 
Solooted  lu  buLkor  at  AtiiHlcrdiiii].  A.  Lee  to  GrimaUH 
Frotii  Fergenitc,  Aug.  21.  17J7. 

Sco  rergenin»  to  Qrairil,  iiiuii(>duto.) 
From  FraMtn,  July  3,    778. 

<Boa  franilU  to  fi'miid,  naiiio  date,) 
From  I'Tankliii     As  to  nontral  dtitios  aiid  Captain  Cui 

(Sou  Pi-anklin  tu  Grand,  same  date.) 


PBEUHUM^ 


Grahd — Coutliineil.  m' 

From  FraiiUia.  No».  3.  1778.  ^ 

(6oa  FiiinkliH  to  Grand,  biiiud  <lAtc)' 
Fmni  i/orru,  Doo.  3.  1791 , 

(See  iVoni*  to  ilranil,  kiliiu  dnto. )      v 
FtODi  iloriU,  Mar.  9,  1782. 

(Sei9  Horn*  tu  OmiiiJ,  aariie  d»to.} 
From  Wofr*..  Mny  17,  1762. 

(Scu  J/urrif  to  Oraml,  buIiio  il«ta<.) 
From  J/on-if,  May  la.  llttl. 

(8m  J/<Hn«to  (;r«Nrf,  aaiiiudato.) 
Froiu  Jrorri*,  Jiilj  r.,  178*. 

Aceoiiiilauf.    .WwtI*  to  lO-aoAJiii,  Sept.  91^ 
from  MarrU.  Jali.  Ul,  ITSI. 

(Soo  iirarru  tu  GraaJ,  sumo  diiU.) 
Ilin  liiatory.    Nul«  lu.     Fraitkli»  to  (JraHd, 
To  Conuiittionert  at  I'arii.     AouiiiniL  of  I'liii 
Pioid  Adami,  I'raKkHi  and  Jujr,  Mny  !Ci.  17 

(8u*  ^l<raMi al.ai.  to  flrmii,  niuo dMto.) 
Frum  J/orH*.  VM.  tt,  19IM. 
(8m>  Morrh  to  (I'l'und,  Milnn  data.] 
BRAtmtAM.     Kroai  F-anklin,  H«i>t.  11,  ITSH. 

(Sec /^raiiJ;'iii  Ui  (JranlAnm.BHiiiu  iliit«.) 

Qhatuitik3.     Frouali,  In  1777.     CommUtioHcri ' 

diiaUoD,<f  37, DO,/. 

As  proaout«  iu  ror<ii);ii  cuui 

Grkat  Britain.    (See  ifHIdU. 

BKKBnK— 

From  i/ori'l*,  Oct.  3,  ItO. 

{Sen  llorrii  In  Greene,  aatne  date.) 
Fruiu  /.fringtra'i,  Oct.  20,  1781. 

<See  lAnngfla"  to  Orteiit,  same  date.) 
FrotiiiMofri.,  N"v.a,  1781. 

{d«e  Vorrli  to  UreeM,  same  date.) 
To  JAnagito'.    BenUiTiitioi]  nrautlioritj  in 
frun  livingfiou,  JaD.31, 17tS. 

(See/'iriH0)((i»ta  Oreeue,  name  date.) 
f  row  Uerrit.  Ai-r.84,  17^2. 

<S«e  Morrii  t«  arttnr,  «ataD date.) 
From  Morri»,  Oct.  17   I  iSi 

{gee  i/nrru  to  (iirnnr,  same  date.) 
To  /Jpl"s>'i>"-    Aiiiiiniiiccm>vaumitiou  of  C 
.Train  UpinjjRtoN,  Jibu.l,  17b:). 

(Sm  /Jcia^IaH  to  tirerne,  Sitttio  dat«.) 
Frvin  /.irJNfflloR,  Feb.  14, 17R). 

(S«o  /.ifiiiifalOH  l<i  Grctar,  some  date.) 
JTrom  i.fDi«3((o",  Mnr.  IS,  ITh;!. 

(See  Litingtivn  to  OreeM,  aaue  date.} 
'Prom  Morrlt,  Uor.  14,  1783. 

{!l«e  ifaiTft  to  Orerae,  eaiiie  date.} 
From  Livi-gntu',  Apr:  (2, 1783. 

{Sen  l,ipiis»la'i  to  Greene,  some  dote.) 
>-mni  IforriJ,  Uay  14,  1783. 

(Sm  Jfsrrit  t4  Qrci;"A  B4tH0  i)aU,) 
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IIakti.ky— Continacd. 

From  FrankliUy  Nov.  29,  1778. 

(Soo  Franklin  to  Uartletfj  same  date.) 
From  FrankHn,  Jau.  2r>,  1779. 

(Soe  Franklin  to  Jlartlcf/f  saiiie  dato.J 
From  Franklin.    Indicates  French  alliance  t<»,  Feb.  3,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  Jfarilcn^  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Fob.  22,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  JTartley,  Banie  date.) 
From  Franklin.    lusistiug  ou  independence  as  essential  to  peace,  Mar.  21,  May  4, 

1779. 
To  Franklin.    Snggostions  as  to  truce,  Apr.  22,  1779;  auswered  May  4,  1779. 
From  Franklin,  Feb.  2,  1780. 

(Soo  Franklin  to  Jlarllcy,  same  date.) 
S[)eoch  of,  noticed.     Adrnnn  to  Congrcsn,  July  7,  1780. 
To   Franklin.    Comnninicat«H  bill  for  conciliation  as  rejected  by  the  House  of 

Commons.  July  17,  1780. 
From  Franklin,  Juno  :J0,  1781. 

(Soo  FVanklin  to  llarllvy,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Doc.  15,  1781. 

(Soo  Franklin  to  llartlctj,  same  date.) 
To  Franklin.     Desire  for  peace  ;  suggestions  as  to ;  conference  with  Lord  North, 

Jan.  2,  1782. 
From  Franklin,  Jan.  15,  1782, 

(Soe  Frattklin  to  Jlarllcif,  same  date.)  • 

To  Franklin.    As  to  terms  of  peace,  Jan.  21,  Feb.  1,  1782. 
From  Franklin,  Feb.  10,  1782. 

(Sco  Franklin  to  Hartley,  sanu)  date.) 
T(»  Franklin.     As  to  prospects  of  peace,  Feb.  28,  1782. 
To  Franklin.     Discussing  question  of  peace,  March  11, 12,  1782. 
Introducoa  Diggos.     Hartley  to  Franklin,  Mar.  11,21,  1782. 
From  Franklin.    Proposing  release  of  prisoners,  Apr.  5,  1782. 
From  Franklin,  April  12,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  U^  Ilartley,  snmo  date.) 
To  Franklin.     Suggestions  as  to  peace.  May  1,  1782. 
To  Franklin.    Importance  of  peace.  May  25,  1782. 

In  peace  negotiations.     (See  Franklin^ 8  journal ,  under  date  of  July  1,  1782.) 
From  Franklin,  July  10,  1782.  • 

(See  Franklin  t-o  Ilarlley,  same  date.) 
To  Franklin.     Prospects  of  p<»nce,  July  26,  1782. 
To  Franklin.     As  to  peace,  Aug.  10,  Oct.  4,  1782. 
From  Franklin,  Sept.  17,  17H2. 

(St'o  Franklin  to  I  fart  ley,  hmuio  date.) 
To  Franklin.     As  to  i)cace,  Oct.  4,  1782. 

To  Franklin.    Conciliatory  couunercial  propositions,  Mar.  12,  1783. 
To  ['"ranklin.     Giving  draft  of  Kn])|>1emental  treaty,  Mar.  31,  17KJ. 
To  Franklin.     Proi>osals  to,  as  to  dciinitive  treaty,  Apr.  29,  1783. 
From  Franklin.     Ah  to  privateering,  May  8,  1783. 
Commission  of,  for  definitive  peace    May  19,  1783. 

Articles  for  dciinitive  treaty  proposed  to  American  comniissiouers,  May  21,  1783; 
agreement  proposed  by  him,  June  1, 1783;  memorial  by,  to  commissioners,  Jnue 
1,  1783;  proposed  agreement  by  Jay,  June  1,  1783;  proposed  agreemei)}-  by 
Hartley,  June  1, 1783;  (>ro{)08ed  agreement  by  4<lams,  June  1/178;}, 

{^e  Definitive  treaty.) 
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Habtuet— Oonttnaed. 

From  C^mnlfflMerf,  Jane  1, 1783^ 

(8m  GmMiiufoiwrt  to  RartUif,  Muno  dsla.) 
From  A^m$,  FhuMlHf  and  Jmjft  Jolj  U  1783. 

(8m  Admm$t  FirmnkUmf  and  Jag  to  Arflif ,  same  dnto. ) 
To  GraMtiftiMMn.  Ai  to  aignotim  of  treaty,  Ang.  SO,  1783 ;  reply  of  Adamif  Frank- 
Urn,  and  JoMf  Ang.  30^  1783;  to  CowmittUnvn,  oongratnlatlug  on  tixnattire, 
Sept.  4, 1783 ;  oommendation  of.    FrtrnkUH  to  J^,  Sept.  5, 1783. 
From  A^Unu,  FrmMim,  and  Jag,  Sept.  6,  1783. 

(8m  Admm§t  IVanUwy  and  Jifjf  to  ITarllejf,  aamo  date.) 
From  FirmnkUn^  Sept.  6,  1783. 

(8m  Frsnklin  to  HariUg,  same  date.) 
From  JAuMi  JPhml;f<»,  and  Jag,  Sept.  7, 1783. 

(8m  Aimm9,  FrwMim,  and  Jay  to  HariUg,  same  date.) 
To  FrwMin,    Ai  to  navigation  act  and  Weet  India  trade,  Sept.  S4»  1783. 
From  AmMia,  Oct.  16^  1783 . 

(8m  FMoMUm  to  HmtiUg,  eame  date.) 
Fkom  FrtaMim,  Oet.  »,  1783. 

(8m  FfwMim  to  HmHUg,  eame  date.) 
From  JVaaMffi  Jan.  7, 1784. 
(8m  FramWm  to  Hmrfhg,  eame  date.) 
■<artwrll'8  OA0B.    (8m  GenaM««{  to  Franklim,  Feb.  87,  1784.) 
^^  ATAJf  A.    Ontragee  at.    (8m  CWnaieftoet  to  IWmlrZiJi,  Feb.  97, 1784. 

(See  Goremor  of  (7»^) 
t^  KMDRicKS,  Captain,  re-imbnreed  by  FranM  for  his  losses.    CowmUiionen  to  Com* 

miUoo. 
Hknrt.    From /VvnfcKa,  Feb.  96, 1779. 

(See  Frmmkiin  to  /Tinvry,  same  dato.) 
Srsssk.    Treaties  by  which  the  English  are  to  be  fnmished  with  troops  by  the  Land- 
grave  of.    A,  Lee  to  Afrt.  Jiache,  Mar.  19,  177G. 

1 1  KSSIAMS — 

Employment  of,  donoiiDcetl.    Introdiictiou,  $  22. 

Numbers  brought  to  America.    Ibid,t  $  8. 

Sailed.    A,  Lee  to  Committee f  June  3,  1776. 

Suggestions  as  to  inducements  to  dosorfe.     Franklin  to  Gates,  Aug.  2>^,  1776. 

Protest  agaiust  em  ploy  mont  of.     Franklin  to  Winlhropy  May  1,  1777. 
'IiQOiNSON.     Lettors  attaclcing  Morris.     Introduction,  $  183. 
^Iiij^  Captain.    Complnluts  against.    Jag  to  Livingnton,  A*>r.  28,  1782. 
*'iNMAN,  Captain— 

From  CommineionerBy  Nov.  25,  1777. 
(Seo  Franklin  and  Deane  to  Captain  Thomp$on  and  Captain  llinman^  same  dato.) 

From  CommieBUmere,    Instructions  to,  by,  Nov.2r>,  1777. 
'^*>iisoNr.    SuiiBnro  of  prissos  of.     Commissionere  to  CommiitcCf  Y^h.  16,1778. 
'^Oiksr,  W.,  as  business  agent,  (afterwards  captain)  scut  t-o  Europe.     Committee  to 
Deane,  Oct.  2,  1776. 

Hm]i1oymont  of,  by  commissioners,  Fob.  6,  1777. 

Arrest  of,  in  Paris.     Commissioners  to  Vergennes,  Ang.  12,  1777. 
(See  J>faNS  to  Morris,  Ang.  2.3,  1777.) 

Release  from  imprisonment.     Commissioners  to  Commit teey  Oct.  7,  1777. 

Narrative  of  operations  of.     Deane  to  Congress,  Oct.  12,  1778J 

^OlKISON— 

From  Framklin,  Jan.  20,  1780. 

(See  Dranklin  to  Hodgson,  same  dato.) 
From  Franklin,  Feb.  26,  1780. 

(See  Franklin  to  Hodgson,  same  dato.) 
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Hodgson— Con  tinned. 

From  Franklin,  Apr.  11,  1780. 

(See  I'Vanklin  to  HodgwH,  same  date. 
From  Franklin-f  Apr.  1, 1781. 

(Soo  Franklin  to  Hodgson,  samo  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Nov.  19,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Hodgson,  fiaroo  date.) 
Rocommondod  as  consul  at  London.    Franklin  to  Congress,  Dec.  26, 1783. 

HOLKRR — 

Contract  with,  for  supplies,  Aug.  6,  1777. 

Arrival  of,  iu  Pliiladolphia.    Committee  to  Commissioners,  Juno  21,  1778. 

HOLKRR— 

AubUority  of.     Commissioners  to  Committee,  Sept.  17,  1778. 
Roforoncos  to.    Deane  to  Congress,  Oct.  12,  1778. 
From  Deane,  as  to  accounts,  April  26,  1779. 

(Soo  Deane  to  Holkcr,  same  date.) 
French  consul.    Proceedings  as  to.     Gerard  to  Congress,  July  26,  Aug.  5, 1779. 
Entitled  to  protection.     Gerard  to  Congress,  July  28,  1779. 
Information  as  to  proceedings  against,  July  29,  1779. 
Further  documents  as  to,  July  :}0,  1779.    (See  Gerard,) 
From  Smith,  January  7,  1780.    Difficulties  of  obcainjng  supplies. 

(See  Smith  to  JJolker,  suuie  dato.) 
ConiTuissioned  as  French  consul-general  for  the  Middle  States,  Sept.  10,  1781. 
Holland,    {^oo  Netherlands.) 

HOLTZKNDORFF — 

Introduction  of.     Deane  to  Committee,  Fob.  6, 1777. 
Difficulties  as  to.    Franklin  to  Vcrgennes,  Dec.  8,  1779. 
Claim  of.     Luzerne  to  Livingston,  May  25,  1782. 
Hopkins.    His  betrayal  of  secrets.    Deane  to  Co:nmittfe,  Oct.  1,  13, 1776. 
*'  HORTALBZ  &  Co.'*— 

Position  of.    Introduction,  $  Gl.  . 

To  Mary  Johnston  (A.  Lee),  May  23,  1770. 

Will  furnish  supplies  to  the  Americans.    Jicaumarchais  to  A,  Lee,  Juno  26, 1776. 

Advantages  to  the  Americans  from  dealiug  with.     Beaumarchais Xo  Dvane,  July  18, 

1776. 
Agreement  for  furnishing  armed  vessels.    Articles  for  hiring  armed  vessels,  etc., 

Oct.  15,  1776. 
Response  of  foreign  committee  to  Arthur  Lee's  slatemeut  iu  respect  to.     Con^ 

mittee  to  A.  Lee,  May  14,  1776,  May  15,  1778. 
Arthur  Lee's  reference  to,  Jan.  3,  1777. 
Consignment  asked  for.    Deane  to  Committee,  Sept.  3, 1777. 
Accounts  with.     Ibid.,  Sept.  16, 1777. 

Resolution  of  Congress  :is  to  settlement  with,  Apr.  13, 1778. 
Settlement  with.     Commissioners  to  Beaumarchais,  Sept.  10,  1778;  Commissioners  to 

Vergennc^,  Sept.  10,  1778. 
Plan  for  future  settlement  with  Congress,  Dec. 2, 1778. 
Not  guarantied  by  Franco.    Gerard  t«  Congress,  Feb.  9, 1779. 
(See  more  fully  Beaumarchais;  and  also  Introduction,  $$  ^Off» 

UOSTILITIKS — 

Coasation  of,  declaration  of,  Jan.  20, 1783;  Franklin  to  Livingston,  Jan.  21,  1783; 

Adams  to  Livingston,  Jan.  2^),  1783. 
Proclaumtions  of,  Feb.  14,  20, 17a3. 
Final  cessation  of.     Carlelon  to  Livingston,  Apr.  6, 1783;  Dijb^  to  Livingston,  Apr. 

6,  1783 ;  Livingston  to  Congress,  Apr.  10,  1783. 
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Hows,  LojUD —    ' 

Intervtows  with  Fnuiklin  npoo  Amarleaii  afBiin  and  of  piMii  of  raoonoUiaiion. 
•      Fruiklin'to  luumiiTO  of  n^goiiiiUoiui  m%  Loudon,  Mar.  SSI,  1776  ( witii  iioiiocs). 
To  .FVvii&llii.    Hopes  for  rooonolllallon,  Jnuo  SO,  177G. 
From  l^«l^fii,  Jul jT  90,  177e. 

(See  IWiiiUlfi  to  £oni  JSTofM^  same  dftfee. ) 
To  IHmMin.    Is  wlthont  powor  to  treat,  but  liaa  power  to  oonfer  and  negotiate, 

Aug.  16, 1770. 
Remarlu  iu  eonferenee  witli  FraulLlin,  Ratledge,  aod  Adams,  Sept.  11, 1770. 
Fkom  jFWmJUIa,  Sept.  8, 1776. 
(See  JVwiJUia  to  Xohl  JBo«0,iiame  date.) 
IIOWK,  Mrs.— 

Franlclln  forms  the  aequaintnuoe  of.    FirmtikUn*9  narrative  0/  Ike  neffoHmlhuB  ai  Lorn- 

4911,  Mar.  88, 1775. 
Letter  to  Franklin,  inelosing  a  note  of  Lord  Howe.    J^muiftlls't  marraihe  0/  ike 
me§oiUtlloM9  «l  London f  Mar.  88, 1776. 
I^OWB,  General- 
Position  of,  in  F^b.,  1777. 
Arritea  el  of.  to  Gosisiittiosen,  Feb.  8, 1777. 

W.  Lee^s  aeeonnt  of  position  of,  in  Feb.,  1777.     IF,  Lee  to  XIasMf .  Mar.  81, 1777. 
His  desertion  of  loyalists  in  1778.    Introdnotion,  f  84. 
nfowmsBS^  easting,  difllonltios  of.    J,  Lanrene  to  CWaf reis,  Apr.  84, 1761. 
1^  llODT,  ease  ot    LMngelon  to  Dana,  May  80, 1769 ;   Uei»§9ton  to  ^Wisl^ia,  May  30, 
1788. 
(See  JUffofffen  to  Dana,  Deo,  17, 1788.) 
M I  vxTiNOTOir,  President  of  Congress^ 

(See  Con§re$$,  under  whieh  bead  are  put  the  letters  addressed  to  him.) 
T6  Adame.    Fall  of  Charleston;  Roohambean  landed  on  Rhode  Island,  Jnly  90, 

1780. 
To  J^iasu.    Commission  as  minister  plonipotonlJary  to  Holland ;  plan  of  treaty 
with  that  oouutry ;  resolution  aiM>ii  ilio  iioutrality  declaration  of  Russia,  Jau. 
1,1781. 
To  Adawu.    Instruotiug  bim  not  to  Goiumuuioate,  nn  lio  proposod,  his  poaco  in- 
structions to  EDglaud,  and  not  to  bo  inflnenccil  iim  to  nucli  action  by  bis  yiows 
as  to  oontiDgenoies  of  Kngli8U  politics,  Jan.  10,  17ril. 
Commission  to  accede  to  nioiliation  and  to  treat  of  pence,  indopondouce  being  n 
prerequisite;  alternative  powers  as  to  truce,  Juno  15,  19,  1781. 
W  U88BT,  Abb^— 

Mission  of,  to  Spain.    Jajf  to  Congreee,  Nov.  6, 1780. 

Further  propositions  from  England  to  Spain  uxpootod  through.     Ckirmichael  to 
Committre,  Jan.  4,  1781. 
^lOTcniNSON,  Governor- 
Mischief  done  by  him  in  England.    Introduction,  (  28. 
Death  of.     Adame  to  Congreee,  Juno  17,  1780  ^witU  notice). 

^tUTTOW— 

Success  of,  as  a  poocc-niaker.    Introduction,  $  201. 
From  Franklin.    As  to  peace,  Fob.  1,  Mur.  24, 1778. 
Reference  to,  by  Franklin  to  Hartley ^  Feb.  12,  1778. 
From  Franklin^  June  23,  1778. 
(See  Franklin  to  Euttonf  same  date.) 
Uydr,  Lonl.    Interview  with  Franklin  upon  moaAuros  of  roconciliation.   Franklin^e 

narrative  of  negotiatione  at  London ,  Mar.  22,  177rK 
IxnsRiAL  COURTS.    Their  apjiearau CO  as  niodialors  of  dcAnitivo  treaty  doclinod  by 

Great  Britain.    Adame  to  fAvingiton,  Aug.  13,  178:{. 
bfDEnTBDNKSS,  foreign,  of  tlie  Unitod  States,  profianro  of.     Morris  to  Congreee,  Mar. 
17,  1784;  Iforrif  to  ConareeSy  May  G,  1784. 
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Indkpbndbncb— > 

Essential  to  recognition.    Deane  to  Commiilee^  Aug.  18,  1776. 

Eflfect  of  Declaration  of,  in  Europe.    Beanmarchais  to  Commiiieef  Sept.  16, 1776. 

Formal  announcement  of  Declaration  of,  ezx)ccted  in  Europe.    DeaneUi  CammWee,' 
Oct.  8,  1776. 

America  injured  by  delay  in  announcing.    Deane  .to  Committee^  Oct.  17, 1776. 

Necessity  of  announcing  formally.    Deane  to  CommiUee,  Oct.  25, 1776. 

Delay  in  announcing,  injnrions  to  Ami^rica.    Deane  to  CommUtee,  Nov.  6|i776. 

Declaration  of,  presented  to  French  court.    Deane  to  Jay,  Dec.  3,  1776. 

Acknowledgment  of,  by  France.     CommUeionere  to  Commiltcef  Deo.  18,  1777. 

British  recognition  of,  iirobabilities  as  to.     Conference  with  French  minieier,  July 
10,  1779. 

Fricsland  resolves  to  acknowledge  the,  of  America.    Adame  to  Vaugujfon,  Mar.  1, 
1781. 

Not  real,  unless  there  be  self-support.    Franklin  to  MotTtSf  Nov.  5,  1781. 

Kecognition  of,  a  prerequisite  to  i>eace.    Jap  to  LitfingelOHf  Nov.  17,  1782. 
Indians.     Employment  of,  denounced.    Introduction,  $  22. 
Insolvency.    Condition  of,  in  1781-'82.    (See  Franklin,  MarrU.) 

INTERCKPTKU  LK1TKK8— 

Taken  from  Story  by  the  British.     Dumas  to  Franklin,  Apr.  20,  1776. 

British.     Carmichaclio  Dumae,  May  9,  1777. 

Forgery  of.     (See  Forgery,) 

Of  Deane;  equivocal  character  of.    Introduction,  $  163. 
Intrrnational  Law.     (See  Free  Ships,  etc.) 

Questions  of,  arising  in  the  Revolution.    Introduction,  $$  100  ff,    (See  Diplomacy,) 
INTRRMKDIARIKS.    Actiou  OS  to  poaco.    Ihid  $$  197  Jf. 
Ireland— 

Revolt  should  be  attempted  in.    Deane  to  Jay,  Dec.  3,  1776.  * 

Notices  as  to.    Adams  to  Congress,  May  10, 17H0. 

Notices  of  political  position  of.     Adams  to  Congress,  June  1, 17B0. 
Islands,  West  India.  Advantages  of  their  neutralisation.    Franklin  to  Ostoald,  Jan. 

14,  1783.     (See  West  Indies,) 
Irving,  Wasiiinoton.  His  views  as  to  cabal  against  Washington.  Introduction,  $  11. 
Isle  of  Fran(;e.    Importance  of  free  port  of.    Morris  to  Txl  Fayette,  May  19, 1784. 
Italy.    Commerce  between  America  and.    Deane  t«>  Committee,  Oct.  1, 1776. 
Izard,  R. — 

His  diplomatic  position.     Introduction,  $  178. 

His  services  after  his  return.     Ibid,,  $  179. 

Ill  ofTccts  of  his  diplomatic  efforts.     Ibid,,  $$  19,  17r>. 

Franklin's  grounds  for  not  confiding  in.     Ibid,,  $  149. 

His  animosity  to  Franklin.     Ibid.,^^  148,  149. 

letter  to  CoUhn,  Sept.  10,  1775  (given  in  noU^  of  A.  Lee  to  Golden,  Fob.  13, 1776). 

From  Hancock.  Instructions  to,  as  minister  to  Tuscany,  July  1, 1777. 
(See  Hancock  (or  Congress)  U^ Izard,  same  date.) 

To  CommiHec.  Speaks  Impefnlly  of  his  Italian  mission,  and  asks  for  instruotious, 
OctG,  1777. 

To  Committee.     Docs  not  leave  Paris,  but  confers  with  Tuscan  minister  there, 
Dec.  18,  1777. 

From  A,  Lee,  Jan.  28, 1778. 
(See  A,  Lee  to  Izard,  same  date.)  ^ 

Consulted  by  Lee  as  to  molasses  article  in  treaty  of  1778.    Izard  to  Lee,  Jan. 
28, 1778. 

His  opinion  thereon  ;  his  complaints  of  neglect;  claims  to  have  a  right  to  be  con* 
suited  OS  to  treaty  matters.     Izard  to  Franklin,  Jan.  28,  1778. 

Franklin's  answer  to,  Jan.  29, 1778. 

Kejoinder  and  renewal  of  complaints  of  neglect,  Jan.  30,  1778. 
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Ft—  CiwwIMm.    CoDgTawnliMM,  tooMslnloHlnltolj.  Fab.5,17TS.. 
Fwalahri  l,tN  iplnaM  fix  ■^■uiw  itf  aiWcm  to  Itoty.    Owiiriwtoiir»  ta  Cmi- 

ariNN^  rwk*  U,  intL 
Tb  JiWMH-    bMHBwU  on  bMljof  1718)  wufbiatiof  f^aii^UKMd.DMaai 

«UMk  «  RmUIb  }  nfeniMM  to  1*.  konli,  Feb.  Id^  1778. 
Fwom  JIvMUin,  Mm.  ST,  1T7H. 

(BM^>«iltin  tu  fmril,  Hairiii  ilute.} 
IVi  AmOUk.     Calliug  fur  <M|i1'"">t'«",  )*»•  >>•  U?''- 

(FiMklfai  reiilka,  Mar.  30.  1778.) 
Tk  JVmWB.    CdIU  hU  cuiiUuGt  uiijiisUBkUe,  Uu.  31,  17TB. 
To  JiaMnwi.    DeiiuiiacDH  Di^niio  tn  CoiisiMi;  dadns  ooinmlMlan  to  Napki,  Apr. 

1.  117& 
T^  Awdn*.    DtidMU  ttiOtt  azplautloD,  Apr.  4.  ITra 
Ta  Zmunmi.    AeknowMgM  hli  m|gsii)n  to  Tueuijr,  but  mya  ba  it  not  pdmltted 

to  go  thcnv  Apr.  11, 1778. 
To  AvkUIb.    GkatfmTnMln  tipin  wiUi  Hppnnloiu;  nit«tatea  bk  ekugM 

■(■iMtFnBUtn,  Apr.  SS,  1778. 
8«wli  Mafls  to  Fnnklla  Cv  wpUmtioa  Mtl  Priagk  nporto  mmU.   iYI»yI« 

toiMnLi^.ie,I77a 
Tiewa  •■  ta  IniM  dotogt.    £«vMt  to  B'MMNf Ifm  Uaj  6. 1776. 
ToX£«.    CrlUeiMatbaflflbMidalghlbMUolMof  IbstoMtyof  kUlMMM^Har 

»,iTn. 

(Sm  J.  X«  to  Xmt^  HBH  date. ) 
Baadlad  bj  Caagnm,  Jane  ^  1778. 
T*  J»««Uta.    A  danraelKtoiT'Mter,  Jana  17, 1778. 

ToOfrm.  I>MH>nMMFniDkUii;ip««nl»toaHtoBai9peMia<kti^JiiB»8^1778. 
To  IgBwoi.    Condonni  FruiUiq'o  e«iirwi  kod  alao  th>t  of  Qenid,  and  atotn 

Uwt  W.  L«e  WH  rlRbt  in  going  to  TiaooK,  tbeagb  tho  coart  would  not  r»- 

eelvB  bim,  July  25,  1778. 
From  Xieooll,  July  SB,  1778. 

(See  HieeoH  to  Itari,  aamo  dnte. ) 
To  Csmnittjsacr*.    Prospecbi  of  lonu  in  Italy;  Hk*  tinit  Vurgeonea  Bbonid  ittei- 

TMie,  Aag.  S&,  1778. 
Froin  CvaMiiMJoiiert.     Saying  that  Vergoiiiiea  givsa  uo  ODCOiirogeineiil,  Aag.  2G, 

1778. 
To  Jncotll.    Skying  that  be  is  d[sBpp<iiiitoil  in  not  boiog  received  at  Tuocauy, 

Sept.  1, 1778. 
To  Vtrt*"^*.    Aaking  nid  towards  proDiiriiig  an  Italian  loan,  Sopt.  2,  1778. 
To  LatLTon.     Ctitlolces  tli»  condnct  of  Viaukliu  as  tu  tbo  "luolusses"  article  Id 

tin  French  treaty,  Sept.  1^,  177a 
From  AiMU,  Sept,  30, 1778. 

(Seo  Admwu  to  Jtard,  lame  (Into.) 
To  JdaMi.    CoiiiplalUH  or  conduct  of  Spain  ;  aiippoMs  (crroneoiialy)  Franklin  to 

bttve  etideavored  to  linve  wniugiy  promoted  his  uophevr ;  his  vions  oa  to  tbe 

nebertea,  Sept.  21. 17TS. 
From  AdatM,  Sept  2r>,  17T8. 

(Sre  Adamt  to  Itard,  eaino  dnto.) 
From   ComniuioNcra.     Clalina,  iinRnceenfnlly,  exemption   from    duties    for   bis 

goods.  Sept  S<i,  1778  (nilli  incloanres). 
To  Ai»in».     Views  as  to  llsherioa  ami  also  as  to  siimptnary  laws,  Sept.  28, 1778. 
Front  Aiam*,  Oct.  S,  17T8. 

(Sen  JitaMt  to  Itard,  same  datn,) 
His  iluDioud  for  ifnnds  boIkoiI  by  Froncb  priraleera  on  lioaril  an  English  sbi\t  dft- 

cliuad.     AirlfHs  to  Cowmifioiirr;  Oct..  7.  1778. 


138  FBELIMINABY   INDEX, 

Izard,  R. — Contiunod. 

Answer  of  Cominissiouora  to,  Oct.  12,  1778. 
Replied  to  at  largo  by  Deaiio.    Deane  to  Congre$9,  Oct.  12,  1778. 
Further  corrospondoiico  in  roforeuco  to  hin  goods  seized  by  French  privateors. 
Commissioners  to  Sartine,  Oct.  13,  1778;  Commissioners  to  Izard,  Oct.  Kl,  177H. 
Franco  docHuos  to  intorvono.    Sariine  to  Commissioners,  Oct.  19, 1778. 
From  Committee,  Oct  28,  1778. 

(See  H.  U,  Lee  and  Lovell  to  Izard f  same  date.) 
Letters  of,  attacking  Franklin,  read  in  Congress,  Oct.  15,  Dec.  17, 1778. 
■  From  Franklin,  Jan.  4,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  Izard,  same  date.) 
Franklin  objects   to  further  payments  to,   of  salary,  ho  holding  a  sinecnrc. 

Franklin  to  Commitlee,  Jan.  15,  1779. 
Franklin  overruled  in  this  matter  by  Adams  and  Lee.    I^ard  to  CommUfes,  Jan. 

28,  1779.      . 

Desires  permission  to  rotnrn,  Jan.  28,  1779. 

Adams  gives  character  of.    Adams  to  Lowsll,  Feb.  20,  1779. 

To  Congress,    Informs  Congress  of  his  intended  return,  Mar.  4,  1779. 

Franklin  explains  his  refusal  of  salary  to,  May  26,  1779. 

(See  Franklin,  same  date.) 
Comment 8  of  Lovell  as  to.     Lovell  to  Adams,  June  13,  1779. 
From  LorelL    Noticing  bis  recall,  July  17,  1779. 
To  Committee,    Views  of,  as  to  his  recall  and  as  to  his  charge  for  expenses,  Sept. 

29,  1779. 

Adams'  opinion  of.     Adams  to  Lorell,  Oct.  17,  1779. 
Impolicy  of  views  of,  as  to  France.    Adams  to  S,  Adams,  Mar.  4,  1780. 
To  Congress.    Has  returned  and  is  ready  to  give  Congress  any  information  de- 
sired, Aug.  G,  1780. 
Ill  effocts  of  his  conduct  in  France.     Vcrgennes  to  Luzerne,  Feb.  14,  1781. 
Jackson,  a  suppoftod  spy,  gives  information  to  the  British  ministry.    (J.   F.,ee  to 

Committee,  Juno  3,  1770. 
Jackson,  Major— 

From  Dana,  Nov.  11,  1780. 

(See  Dana  to  Jackson,  same  date.) 
Agent  for  J.  Laurens.     Adams  to  Laurens,  May  8,  1781. 
From  Franklin,  Juno  28,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Jackson,  same  date.) 
To  Franklin,  explaining  ditTiculties,  June  29, 1761. 

Correspondence  with  Franklin  as  to  certain  property  the  title  of  which  was  dis- 
puted.   Jackson  to  Franklin,  July  2,  1781 ;  J^'ranklin  to  Jackson,  July  5,  G,  9, 
1781. 
From  Franklin,  July  10,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Jacknon,  same  date.) 
From  Frarklin,  Oct.  IG,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Jackson,  same  date.) 
Improvident  action  of;  ovcrpurchaso  of  supplies.     Franklin  to  Congress,  Nov.  5, 

1781 ;  Franklin  to  Adams,  Nov.  7,  1781 ;  Franklin  to  XaNreifA,  Nov.  8,  1781. 
Approved  by  AdaniH.     Adams  to  Congress,  Juno  27,  1783. 
Jamaica.    As  to  sustaining  negroes  in,  in  revolt.    Dcanc  to  Jay,  Dec.  3,  177G. 
Jay — 

His  services  in  Congress.     Introfluction,  $  105. 

His  opposition  to  "  connnittoo"  government  and  to  the  *'  family  compact."   Ihid,,  $ 

15G. 
On  the  Spanish  mission.     /6i(f.,  $  157. 
During  the  peace  negotiations.     Diid.,  $  158. 
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Jat— Conllniwd. 

DiaUke  of,  hyA.Le$.    Ihii.,  M  Ml,  140, 147. 

His  ■Mmnflsto  M  to  cftlNa  agiifairt  WMhingUm.    /Mil.,  ML 

CoQCM  of  in  paooe  nagotioiioni  diMppiorod  of  bj  llamlUoii.    Ihid.,  i  4. 

DUforonow  with  FnuiUIn  ••  to  binding  elToot  of  ioalmotlon.    /6f4.,  i  110, 19Gb 

UU  honor  ntftitlahoitiolty.    lHd.,i2SL 

HoTaseo  to  Mat  Deono  in  1784.    iMtf.,  M0&> 

Clioaon  membarof  Committaa  of  Corriaapondanaa.    Seeni  JomrnaU  of  Coii^rew, 

Nov.S9,1775w 
▲.  Loo  ol^aota  to  Ida  balng  on  tha  Committaa  of  Seerot  Cocreapondanoa.    Lee  to 

OoMfn,  Fabb  13, 14, 1770. 
To  if^rriff.    Pioapacto  of  wnr ;  orneit j  of  anamy  saoli  aa  to  nuiica  tho  dayaatntiou 
of  aonthaaatarn Naw  York  praferabla to siibmiaaiou  to  thoirntrooiUca;  divulg- 
ing of  ▲.  Laa'a  lattan.  Oat.  0, 1778. 
Tnm  Dem»9,  Dao.  3, 1770. 

(Sea  Demme  to  Jajf,  SMoa  data.) 
From  IfMlbUif  laa,  If ar.  1, 1777. 

(8aa  IFatMiiflanto«ray,8Mnadnta.) 
Td  ffiaMm§i0n.    Inoapiioitjr  of  Congraaa;  good  inflaonco  of  GoranI;  bad  oondi- 

^  tlon  of  flnanaaa,  Apr.  fiO,  17711. 
To  ifotrit.    Vlawa  with  borror  retam  to  dominion  of  Kiigland,  and  ragarda  con- 
dltlona  ••  "bappiljr  aonnterbalanoad''  by  tbo  iutoiligenco  trom  Franco,  Apr. 
90, 177a 
From  MMM§9,  Daa.95, 177a 

(Sao  Buttedfe  to  /ajf,  aama  daU*. ) 
From  IFailiiiffoii,Apr.90,1779. 

(Sao  Wa»lUn§ion  to  Jay,  aama  data. ) 
From  WMhinftom,  If  ay  10, 1770. 

(Saa  IFiwIliiffoii  to  Jay, aama  date.) 
From  lVaiii:/{ii,  Jono  0, 1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
Elected  aa  coromissioncr  to  Spain.     Lorcfl  to  AtfamHf  Sept.  27, 1779. 
Congieaaional  proceedings,  Sept.  20, 27, 1779. 
From  Coiiyretf,  Sept.  29, 1779. 

(See  CongreBS  to  Jay, same  date.) 
Instrnctioua  to  Congress,  Sept.  30, 1779. 
From  FrankUn,  Oct.  4, 1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  Jay  (or  Conffreini),Bame  date, 
lostmotions  to,  as  to  the  Mississippi  claim.     ContjreBn,  Oct.  13, 14, 1779. 
To  Congreu     Narrative  of  bis  voyof^,  Dec.  20, 22, 24. 25, 20, 27, 1779 ;  Jan.  0, 1780. 
To  Franklin,    As  to  his  voyage  and  i»eril8,  Doc.  27, 1779 ;  Jan.  26, 1780. 
To  A.  Lee.    Asiu  for  information  as  to  Spaiiinh  affairs,  Jan.  2G,  1780. 
To  Congrees,    Advisos  of  his  arrival  and  of  his  reporting  to  Spanish  minister  at 

Cadis,  Jan.  27, 1760. 
To  Fergennee,    Reporting  his  arrival  in  Spain,  Jan.  27,  1780. 
From  Carmiekael,  Feb.  15, 1780. 

(See  Carmiekael  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  Carmiehaely  Feb.  18,  17H0. 

(Sea  Carmiekael  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Feb.  22,  1780. 

(See  Adame  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Feb.  22, 1780. 

(See  ^aaJ^ia  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  Florida  lilanoa.    Postponing  his  reception,  Fob.  24, 1780. 

(See  Florida  lilanoa  to  Jay,  same  date.) 


140  PRELIMINARY   INDEX. 

Jay — Contiunod. 

To  Carmichael,    Qiving  details  of  his  missioD,  Feb.  25,  1780. 

To  Congress,    Anuouucing  recoptiou  at  Madrid  aud  giving  views  as  to  treaty  with 

Spain  ;  siiggosts  Qnatier  for  Barcelona,  March  3,  1780. 
From  A.  Lee,  Mar.  17,  1780. 

(Sco  A.  Lee  to  Jaiff  same  date.) 
From  de  KeufvUUf  Apr.  7,  1780. 

(See  de  Neu/ville  to  Jay,  same  date. ) 
From  Franklin  Apr.  7,  1780. 

(Sco  Franklin  to  Jaif^  Hamo  date.) 
To  lyanklin.    As  to  acconuts ;  expresses  his  affection  for  France ;  position  of  Spai  u 

Apr.  27,  1780. 
From  AdaniB,  May  13,  1780. 

(Sco  Adams  to  Jau,  samo  date.) 
From  AdamSf  May  1&,  1780. 

(See  Adams  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
To  Congress,    (lives  detailed  account  ot  his  negotiations  in  Spain  and  incloses  his 
own  exposition,  in  reply  to  the  Spanish  ministry,  of  the  condition  of  the 
United  States,  May  2(3, 1780. 
From  Carmichaclf  May  27,  1780. 

(See  Carmichael  to  Jag^  same  date.) 
From  Neufville,  Juno  1,  1780. 

(Sco  Ntu/viUe  to  Jag^  same  date.) 
From  NeitJ'ville,  Juno  8,  1780. 

(See  Neufville  to  ./ay,  samo  date.) 
From  Franklin,  June  13,  1780. 
•    (See  Franklin  to  Jag,  same  date.) 

From  Committee.     Notified  of  bills  drawn  on  him,  June  16,  1780. 
To  Neufville.    Thanks  Neufville  and  son  for  assistance,  Juno  25,  1780. 
(Sco  Neufville  to  Jay,  July  13,  1780.) 
From  Contculx,  July  4,  1780. 

(Sco  Couli'ulx  to  Jay,  samo  date.) 
To  Congress.    Financial  troubles;  expense  of  distressed  American  soamen,  July 

10,  178G. 
From  Uvelly  July  11,  1780. 

(Sco  Lor  ell  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  Neufville,  July  28,  1780. 

(Sco  Neufville  to  Jay,  Stimo  date.) 
To  Neufville.    Anxiety  about  Laurens;  loss  of  Charleston,  July  29, 1780. 
Detained  in  Aug.,  1780,  at  M.idrid  by  death  of  child.    Carmiclmel  to  Congress, 

Aug.  22,  1780. 
To  Dcane.    Expressions  of  friendship,  Sept.  8,  1780. 
To  Congress.    No  more  bills  can  be  drawn  on  him;  Spain  oflbrs  to  aid  a  loan  for 

$ir)0,000,  Sept.  1(),  1780. 
To  Vcigcnves.    An  to  critical  condition  of  American  finances  in  Spain,  Sept.  22, 

1780. 
From  Franklin,  Oct.  2,  1780. 

(Sco  P^ranklin  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  Congrens,  Oct.  4,  1780. 

(Sec  Congress  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
To  Neufville.     As  to  financial  matters,  Oct.  4,  1780. 
To  Franklin.    As  to  financcH,  Oct.  T),  1780. 

To  Franklin.     KiudnoHS  of  Prince  Massaraoo;  otlior  details,  Oct.  25,  1780. 
To  Lovell.    Difliculty  in  forwarding  letters,  Oct.  27,  1780. 
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• 

Jat— GoDlisiMd. 

To  ErmmkUm,  Expraung  grfttlinde  at  veliof  by  Fmnklln'fe  aid  fktHn  *iho  olalma  on 
him ;  eonfiMion  as  to  aoUloiiwiii  for  former  aupplies;  condition  of  American 
campaign,  Oct  90, 1780. 

To  Cmt0rm$*  Camberlaud'a  |Mieitlon  aud  oliaracter  at  Madrid ;  Ablid  Hiimey ; 
Florida  Blanoa  pledgee  Spanish  fidelity  to  America ;  corroaiiondence  and  cou- 
lerence  with  Florida  Blanca  and  with  Monntmorln ;  leforoncee  to  Oardoqui, 
conversation  with  Gardoqui,  Nov.  0, 1780. 

To  C9n§rta9*  IncUiees  papers  rotative  to  Morocco  ;•  iuoffloioncy  of  Spanish  Qov- 
emment,  Nov.  30, 1780. 

To  CammiUlm,  Iroportanco  of  system  of  private  ezpressiige  of  letteis,  Nov.  30, 
1780. 

From  JPhuiJkUa,  Jan.  27,  1781. 
(See  Frmmklkn  to  Jajf,  same  date.) 

Promised  a  part  of  the  loan  by  Spain  to  meet  bills.  CwrmiehatH  to  Oomsiif  lee,  Jan. 
SO,  1781. 

From  CsN^mtt,  Feb.  1(>,  1761. 
(See  Cmtfnm  {HmmiUi§ion)  to  /ajf,  same  date.) 

From  Csstmillo,  F^b.  80,  1781. 
(See  LmfM  or  CssisiiMM  to  Joy,  same  date.) 

To  iVasHla.  Difflonlty  of  raising  funds  in  Madrid ;  intervention  of  go-betweens ; 
his  dependence  on  Franklin,  Feb.  21, 1781. 

From  Lav§U,  Mar.  9, 1781. 
(See  Resell  to  Jujf,  same  date.) 

To  CsNfrmf.  French  fleet  not  sailed ;  Spain  has  promised  a  loan  of  |lli0,000 ;  sup- 
plies being  shipped ;  Russia's  offer  of  mediation  nocoptoil  by  tlio  States-Qen- 
eral;  England's  answer  not  known  ;  Cnmberland  will  depart  in  a  few  days; 
Mar.  22, 1781. 

Special  agency  to  correspmid  with ;  action  of  Congress  under  date  of  Mar.  24, 17dl. 

From  AdoMM,  Mar.  28, 1781. 
•>   '         (See  Adam$  to  Jay,  same  date.) 

To  FiraHkliH,   Unable  to  obtain  fnncls  to  kocp  bills  from  protcAt ;  has  depended  on 
Franklin's  good  ofDcos  for  his  support ;  must  continue  drawing  on  him,  Apr. 
.    — ,  1781. 

From  F)rankHn,    Is  dosirod  by  Jay  to  bo  his  succe&sor  as  minister  to  Franco,  Apr. 
12, 1781. 
(See  Franklin  to  Jay,  same  dato. ) 

To  Thomson,  Importance  of  bettor  arrangement  of  foreign  aflairs ;  letters  are 
opened  or  intercepted ;  Congrosn'  '*  ungenerous  "  concessions  as  to  the  Missis- 
sippi were  known  in  Europe  before  they  reached  liiui ;  damage  done  by  draw- 
ing without  funds,  Apr.  23,  1781. 

To  Congro99,  Spain  demands  control  of  the  navigation  of  the  Blississippi ;  8pain 
promises  to  become  resxionsible  for  a  loan  of  |150,000;  endeavors  to  obtain 
loan;  letter  to  Do  Neufville  on  that  subject  (Jan.  6);  no  money  to  pay  bills 
of  exchange;  money  received  from  Spain ;  loan  olitainod  on  i>ersoual  credit 
of  French  embassador;  advises  that  Blii|>s  on  stocks  be  sold  to  Spain ;  sup- 
plies of  prize  goods  presented  by  France  and  Spain  sent;  disiMMition  of  I'ort- 
ngal;  Franl^lju;  Cumberland's  misHion;  disposition  of  Spain;  Del  Canipo; 
case  of  the  Dpver  cutter;  Tosean,  French  vice-consul  to  Boston,  Apr.  25, 1781. 

From  Franklin^  ]^i>y  5,  1781. 
(See  ^a«A;/{ti  to  Jay^  same  date. ) 

From  Coft^rew.    Disavowing  understanding  with  Britain;   authorizing  him  to 
continue  to  ask  for  treaty  with  Spain  ;  and  rc-instrncling  liini  to  recede  from 
plaim  to  navigation  of  Mississippi  belo^  Slst  ()(>groe  north  li^^itqde,  l|a^  2B| 
1781. 
(See  Coiy^0M  to  /ay,  sf^n^o  d^to.) 
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Jay— Continued. 

To  CarmichaeL    Giving  details  of  his  mission,  Feb.  25,  1780. 

To  Congress,     Announcing  reception  at  Madrid  and  giving  views  as  to  treaty  with 

Spain ;  suggests  Gnatier  for  Barcelona,  March  3,  1780. 
From  A,  Lee,  Mar.  17,  1780. 

(See  A,  Lee  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  de  Neufville,  Apr.  7,  1780. 

(See  de  Neufville  to  Ja§,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin  Apr.  7,  1780. 

(ScM>  Franklin  to  Jay,  Rame  date.) 
To  lYanklin.    As  to  accounts ;  expresses  his  affection  for  France ;  position  of  8pai  n 

Apr.  27,  1780. 
From  Adams,  May  13,  1780. 

(See  Adams  to  Jay,  saino  date.) 
From  Adams,  May  1&,  1780. 

(See  Adams  to  Jay,  sjime  dat«.) 
To  Congress.    Gives  detailed  account  ot  his  negotiations  in  Spain  and  incloses  his 
own  exposition,  in  reply  to  the  Spanish  ministry,  of  the  condition  of  the 
United  States,  May  26, 1780. 
From  Carmichacl,  May  27,  1780. 

(See  Carmichael  to  Jay,  same  ^ate.) 
From  Neufville,  June  1,  1780. 

(See  Ntufville  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  Neufville,  Juno  8,  1780. 

(See  Neufville  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Juno  13,  1780. 
•    (See  Franklin  to  Jay,  same  date.) 

From  Committee,     Notified  of  bills  drawn  on  him,  June  16,  1780. 
To  Neufville,    Thanks  Neufville  and  son  for  assistance,  June  25,  1780. 
(Sco  Neufville  to  Jay,  July  13,  1780.) 
From  Couteulx,  July  4,  1780. 

(See  Couteulx  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.    Financial  troubles ;  exi>ense  of  distressed  American  seamen,  July 

10,  1786. 
From  Uvell,  July  11,  1780. 

(See  Lorell  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  Neufville,  July  28,  1780. 

(See  Neufville  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
To  Neufville,    Anxiety  about  Laurens;  loss  of  Charleston,  July  29, 1780. 
Detained  in  Aug.,  1780,  at  Madrid  by  death  of  child.    Carmichnel  to  Congress, 

Aug.  22,  1780. 
To  Deane,    Expressions  of  frioudship,  Sept.  8,  1780. 
To  Congress,    No  more  bills  can  be  drawn  on  him;  Spain  oflbrs  to  aid  a  loan  for 

$150,000,  Sept.  IG,  1780. 
To  Vcrgcnnes,    Ah  to  critical  condition  of  American  finances  in  Spain,  Sept.  22, 

1780. 
From  Franklin,  Oct.  2,  1780. 

(Sco  Franklin  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  Congress,  Oct.  4,  1780. 

(Soo  Congress  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
To  Neufville,    As  to  financial  matters,  Oct.  4,  1780. 
To  Franklin.     As  to  finances,  Oct.  5,  1780. 

To  Franklin.     Kindness  of  Prince  Massarano;  other  details,  Oct.  25,  1780. 
To  Lovell,    Difliculty  in  forwarding  letters,  Oct.  27,  1780. 
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J4T— Cod  tinned. 

To  Franklim.    Expressing  gratitude  at  relief  by  Franklin's  aid  from 'the  claims  on 
him;  coofosion  as  to  settlement  for  former  supplies;  condition  of  American 
campaign,  Oct.  30,  1780. 
To  Oomffre$$.     Cnmlierlaud's  position  and  character  at  Mmlrid;   Abb<S  Hussoy ; 
Florida  Blanca  pledges  Spanish  fidelity  to  America ;  correspondence  and  con- 
ference with  Florida  I^lanca  and  with  Mountniorin ;  refcrunccs  to  Gardoqui, 
conversation  with  Gardoqui,  Nov.  6,  1780. 
To  Congre99,    Incloses  papers  rotative  to  Morocco ;  incflicioncy  of  Spanish  Gov- 
ernment, Nov.  30,  1780. 
To  Committ€e,    Inii>ortanco  of  system  of  private  ezpressnge  of  letters,  Nov.  30, 

1780. 
From  FrankUn,  Jan.  27,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Jay,  same  date. ) 
Promised  a  part  of  the  loan  by  Spain  to  meet  bills.     Carmichael  to  CommitteCf  Jan. 

29,  1781. 
From  Congre98f  Feb.  15,  1781. 

(See  Congre99  (Huntington)  to  Jat^,  same  date.) 
From  Commilteef  Feb.  20,  1781. 

(See  fAPvell  or  Committee  to  Jaif,  same  date.) 
To  Franklin,    Diflflonlty  of  raising  funds  in  Madrid  ;  intervention  of  go-betweens ; 

his  dependence  on  Franklin,  Feb.  21, 1781. 
From  Lovell,  Mar.  9,  1781. 

(See  Lovtll  to  Jajf,  same  date. ) 
To  Conffrcss,    French  licet  not  sailed;  Spain  bus  promised  a  loan  of  $150,000;  sup- 
plies being  shipped;  Russia'H  olTorof  mediation  accepted  by  tlio  States-Gen- 
eral; England's  answer  not  known  ;  Cumberland  will  depart  in  a  few  daysj 
Mar.  22,  1781. 
Special  agency  to  correspond  with  ;  action  of  Congress  under  date  of  Mar.  24, 1781. 
:t*^rom  Adams,  Mar.  28,  1781. 

(See  Adame  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
*Xo  Franklin,    Unable  to  obtain  fnndH  to  keep  bills  from  protcnt ;  has  depended  on 
Franklin's  good  ofQcos  for  his  support ;  must  coulinuo  drawing  on  him,  Apr. 
.    — ,  1781. 
^rom  Dranklin,    Is  desired  by  Jay  to  bo  his  succes-sor  as  minister  to  France,  Apr. 
12,  1781. 
(See  Franklin  to  Jay,  same  datu.) 
*To  Thomson,    Importance  of   bettor  arrnngcmont  of  foreign  aOairs ;  letters  are 
opened  or  intorcepte<l ;  Congrcsh'  **  ungenerous  '^  concessiouH  ns  to  the  Missis- 
sippi were  kuown  in  Europe  bufure  tlioy  reached  him  ;  damage  done  by  draw- 
ing without  funds,  Apr.  23,  1781. 
To  Congress,     Spaiu  demands  control  of  the  navigation  of  the  Mississippi ;  Spain 
promises  to  become  responsible  for  a  loan  of  $150,000;  endeavors  to  obtaiu 
loan;  letter  to  Do  Neufville  on  that  subject  (Jan.  8);  no  money  to  pay  bills 
of  exchange;  money  received  from  Si>ain  ;  loan  obtained  on  personal  credit 
of  French  embassador;  advises  that  ships  on  stocks  bo  sold  to  Spain;  sup- 
plies of  prize  goods  presented  by  France  and  Spain  sent;  tlisposition  of  Tort- 
ugal;  Fraul^ljn;   Cumborhinirs  mission;  disposition  of  Spaiu;  Del  Canipo; 
cise  of  the  Upver  cutter;  Tosean,  French  vice-consul  to  Boston,  Apr.  25, 1781. 
From  Franklin,  ftfi^y  5,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  Congress,     Disavowing  understanding  with  Britain;    authorizing  him  to 
continue  to  ask  for  treaty  with  Spain  ;  and  re-instructing  him  to  recede  from 
plaim  to  uavigatiou  of  Mississippi  belo\v  3l8t  c)ugroe  north  latitqde,  Ma^  ^f 
1781. 

(See  Congre99  XoJay^  same  d^to.) 
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Jay— Conthincd. 

To  Congnaa.    Gciioral  nfTalrB  in  Spain,  May  29,  1781. 

To  FrankUn.    Wiiiit  of  intelligence  frpm  Atnorica ;  states  thai  ho  hasdecliDecl  to 
administer  the  oatb  of  allegiance  to  Vaugliau,  not  thinking  he  has  the  power, 
May  :U,  17H1. 
From  Locell,  Juno  4, 1781. 

(See  LovcH  to  Jaifj  same  date.) 
From  Mon-iSf  Juno  5,  1781. 

(See  Moi-rtB  to  Jai/,  sanie  date.) 
From  LoveVj  June  15, 1781. 

(See  Lovcll  to  Ja^j  same  date.) 
From  FrankUn,  Jnne  30,  1781. 

(See  FrankUn  to  Jaiff  same  date.) 
From  Morris,  July  4,  1781. 

(See  Moi-ria  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  Morris,  July  7,  1781. 

(See  Morris  lo  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  Morris,  July  D,  1781. 

(See  Morris  \o  Jay,  same  date.) 
To  FrankUn,   Want  of  Intelligcuee ;  as  to  relief  of  Talbot  and  other  American  pris- 
oners, July  9,  1781. 
From  MoiHs,  July  13,  1781. 

(Sec  Morris  to  Jay,  snine  date.) 
From  Mollis,  July  29,  1781. 

(See  Morris  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  Congress,  Angust  10,  1781. 

(See  Congress  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  Morris,  August  15,  1781. 

(See  Morris  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  LoveU,  August  15,  1781. 

(See  Z/Ovr/{  to  t/asTf  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  August  20,  1781. 

(See  FrankUn  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  FrankUn,  September  4,  1781. 
(See  FrankUn  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
To  Congress,    Accepts  appointment  as  peace  commissioner,  bnt  objects  to  instrnc- 
*       tions  to  act  in  conjunction  with  France;  has  no  funds  to  meet  the  demands 

on  biin,  September  20,  1781. 
From  FrankUn,  September  29,  1781. 
(See  FrankUn  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
Tc  Congress.    Stating  the  difllculties  in  which  he  was  placed  by  the  rooout  recep- 
tion of  the  resolution  of  Congress  of  Feb.  15, 1781,  rec^uiring  him,  for  the 
sake  of  recognition  and  of  aid,  to  surrender  the  claim  of  the  United  States 
to  the  free  navigation  of  the  Mississippi.    In  conformity  with  this  instruo- 
tion  he  made  the  offer  to  the  Spanish  minister,  conditioned,  however,  on 
immediate  action.      lie   then  narrates  the  protracted   and  unsatisfactory 
negotiations  that  followed,  coming  to  no  practical  result,  Spain  neither 
ngrceiug  to  acknowledge  independence  or  to  afford  any  pecuniary  aid,  Oct. 
3,  1781. 
To  Congress,     As  to  his  acceptance  of  certain  bills,  Oct.  18,  1781. 
From  FrankUn,  Oct.  IC,  1781. 

(See  FrankUn  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  Nov.  1,  1781, 
(See  Ifivingflon  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
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JA.T~Continaec1. 

From  Adams,  Nov.  20,  1781. 

(8oo  Adams  to  Jajf,  sarao  date.) 
From  lAvingsion,  Nov.  28,  1781. 

(Soo  Livingsion  to  Jatf,  same  dato. ) 
From  Adams,  Nov.  28, 1781. 

(Sco  Adams  to  Jay,  same  date. ) 
To  Knox.    Coiigratalations  on  Yorktowii,  Doc.  10,  1781. 
From  Livingston,  Doo.  13,  1781. 

(Soo  Livingston  to  Jag,  saiiie  date.) 
From  Adams,    Dilatory  and  ovaoive  courm  of  Spain,  Doc.  15,  1781. 
From  Franklin,  Jao.  19,  1782.    Advised  na  to  proper  course  iu  view  of  Sjiauisli 
dilatorinoss. 
(Sco  Franklin  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  Feb.  2,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Jag,  same  date. ) 
Acknowledges  papers,  and  8i>eaks  of  letters  bcin^  tiunporod  ^vitll.    Jay  io  Liv- 
ingston, Feb.  6, 1782 ;  Jay  to  Congress,  Feb.  27,  1782. 
Embarrassment  from  failure  of  remittances.     Carmichacl  to  Livingston,  Feb.  27, 

1782. 
From  Livingston,  Mar.  8,  1782. 

(Sec  Livingston  to  Jay,  same  date. ) 
From  Franklin,  Mar.  16, 1782. 

(Sec  Franklin  io  Jay,  same  dato.) 
From  Franklin.    Franklin  nssames  payment  of  bills  drawn  on ;  urges  his  presence 
iu  Paris.    Franklin  to  Jay,  Apr.  22,  1782. 
(Sco  Franklin  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  Morris,  Apr.  23,  1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Apr.  23,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Jay,  same  date. ) 
From  Franklin,  Apr.  24,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Jay,  same  date. ) 
To  Morris,     Family  details,  and  social  relations  in  Spain,  Apr.  2.5,  1782. 
From  Livingston.    His  treatment  by  Spain  commented  on  ;  position  to  be  taken 

as  to  Mississippi  Valley,  Apr.  27, 1782. 
From  Livingston,  Apr.  28,  1782. 

(See  Jay  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston.    Qives  narrrative  of  his  official  busincHS  and  afTaiis  at  Madrid  ;  re- 

p9rts  diflQculties  as  to  Captain  Hill  and  Commodore  Gillon,  Apr.  28,  1782. 
Estimate  of  his  expenses.    Livingston  to  Congressy  May  H,  1782. 
From  Livingston,  May  0,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston.    Proposes  early  departure  for  Paris,  May  14,  1782. 
From  Livingslon,  June  2.3.  1782. 

(Sco  Livingst4m  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston.    Arrival  in  Paris;  peace  nogotiutioiis,  June  25,  1782. 
To  Mountmorin.    Journey  from  Spain  to  France ;  prospects  of  peace,  June  2(3, 1782, 
From  Livingston,  July  C,  1782. 
'  (See  fAringston  to  Jay,  same  date. ) 
To  Adams.    As  to  political  prospects,  Aug.  2,  1782, 
Action  of  Congress  as  to,  Aug.  6,  1782. 
From  Adams,  Aug.  10,  1782. 
( Bee  A4an^  to  J(ty^  sarpe  date.) 
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Jay— Contiimcd. 

To  CongnBs,    General  nffairB  in  Spain,  May  29, 1781. 

To  Franklin,    Want  of  iiitelligonce  fcpm  Atnorica ;  states  thai  ho  haadeolinecl  to 
administer  tho  oath  of  allegiance  to  Vaughan,  not  thinking  ho  has  the  power, 
Mny:n,17Hl. 
From  Lovell,  Juno  4, 1781. 

(See  LovcH  to  Jaiff  sumo  date.) 
From  MoniSf  Juno  5,  1781. 

(See  Mot-rii  to  Jatf.  same  date.) 
From  Locelly  Juno  15, 1781. 

(Seo  LovcH  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  FiaiikUn,  June  30,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Jay,  samo  date.) 
From  Morris,  J  uly  4,  1781. 

(See  Morris  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  Morris,  July  7,  1781. 

(Seo  Morris  lo  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  Morris,  July  9,  1781. 

(Seo  Moi-ris  (o  Jay,  same  date.) 
To  Franklin,   Want  of  intelligence ;  as  to  relief  of  Talbot  and  other  American  pris- 
oners, July  9,  1781. 
From  Moiris,  July  13,  1781. 

(Sec  Morris  to  Jay,  Bamo  date.) 
From  Morris,  July  29,  1781. 

(See  Morris  to  Jay,  samo  date.) 
From  Congress,  August  10,  1781. 

(Seo  Congress  to  Jay,  samo  date.) 
From  Moiris,  August  15,  1781. 

(Seo  Morns  to  Jay,  samo  date.) 
From  Lovcll,  August  15,  1781. 

(See  Lovcll  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  August  20,  1781. 

(Seo  Franklin  to  Jay,  samo  date.) 
From  lyanklin,  September  4,  1781. 
(Seo  Franklin  to  Jay,  samo  date.) 
To  Congress.    Accepts  ai>pointment  as  peace  commissioner,  but  objects  to  instrnc- 
*       tions  to  act  in  conjunction  with  Frauco;  has  no  funds  to  meet  tho  demands 

on  him,  September  20,  1781. 
From  Franklin,  September  29,  1781. 
(See  lYanklin  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
Tc  Congress,    Stating  the  difllculties  in  which  he  was  placed  by  the  recent  recep- 
tion of  tho  resolution  of  Congress  of  Feb.  15, 1781,  rec^uiring  him,  for  the 
sako  of  recognition  and  of  aid,  to  surrender  the  claim  of  the  United  States 
to  the  free  navigation  of  the  Mississippi.    In  conformity  with  this  instruc- 
tion he  made  tho  offer  to  the  Spanish  minister,  conditioned,  however,  on 
immediate  action.     lie  then  narrates  the  protracted  and  unsatisfactory 
negotiations  that  followed,  coming  to  no  practical  result,  Spain  neither 
agreeing  to  acknowledge  independenco  or  to  afford  any  pecuniary  aid,  Oct. 
3,  1781. 
To  Congress.     As  to  his  acceptance  of  certain  bills,  Oct.  18,  1781. 
From  Franklin,  Oct.  IG,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  Nov.  1,  1781. 
(See  lAvingflon  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
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Jat— Ooatinnecl. 

From  Aiam§,  Not.  96»  1781. 

(See  Adam$  to  Jmg,  amme  dftte.) 
Fnmi  LMn§9»omt  Not.  96^  1781. 

(See  LM»§aiom  to  Jisjfy  emine  dftte. ) 
From  JdhnM.  Hot.  96, 17dl. 

(See  Aiam§  to  Jag,  aum»  dftle. ) 
To  JTooK.    Coogratolalions  on  TorlctowUi  Deo.  10, 1781. 
From  Zlviiiftfofi,  Deo.  13, 1781. 

(See  ZA9lm$9ton  to  Japp  moie  date.) 
From  Adam$,    DHatory  and  eraefve  eonreo  of  Spain,  Doc.  15,  1781. 
From  FimtMim,  Jan.  19, 1788.    Advieed  as  to  proper  course  In  ylew  of  Sjiaobh 
dilatorinoM. 
(Seo  JFWMftlia  to  Jiijf,  same  date.) 
From  Xiviiif  f  ton,  Feb.  S,  1788. 

(Seo  XfotofffM  to  Jagf  same  date. ) 
▲knowledges  papers,  and  speaks  of  letters  being  tani|Mired  with.    Jejf  to  X4o- 

Isfvtoa,  Ftob.  6, 178i ;  «r«y  to  Cds^rsM,  Feb.  97,  17tU. 
Embarrassment  fkom  fallnro  of  remittances.    CarmidUtel  to  Ztols^fos,  Feb.  97, 

1789. 
From  JUsiiiftftiH  l<«r«  4  1?^ 

(Seo  XislNfflea  to  Jsf ,  same  date.) 
From  Frankiin,  Mar.  16, 1789, 

(See  Firmnkiln  to  Jlsf,  same  date.) 
From  IWial^lia.    Franklin  assomes  payment  of  bills  drawn  on ;  niges  his  presence 
in  Paris.    JWrnlsf in  to  Jaf ,  Apr.  99, 1789. 
(Seo  I^raMfn  to  «r«y,  same  date.) 
From  Jforrif,  Apr.  93,  1789. 

(See  Ferris  to  Jajf,  same  date. ) 
From  Franklin,  Apr.  93,  1789. 

(See  ^ofifclia  to  Jajf,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin^  Apr.  24,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
To  Morri§,    Family  details,  and  social  relations  in  Spain,  Apr.  25,  17)^. 
From  Livingston,    His  treatment  by  Spain  common  tod  on  ;  position  to  be  takun 

OS  to  Mississippi  Valley,  Apr.  27, 1782. 
From  Livingston,  Apr.  28,  1782. 

(See  Jay  to  LivingMton,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston.    Gives  narrrative  of  his  official  buHinoHH  and  affaiis  at  Madrid ;  re- 

p3rts  difficulties  as  to  Captain  Hill  and  Comnio<1oro  Qillou,  Apr.  28,  1782. 
Estimate  of  his  expenses.    Livingston  to  Congress^  Blay  H,  1782. 
From  lAvingston,  May  0, 1782. 

(See  lAringsUm  to  t7ay,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston,    Proiioses  early  departure  for  Paris,  May  14,  1782. 
From  Livingston  f  J  one  23. 1782. 

(Seo  Livingston  to  Japy  same  dato. ) 
To  Livingston,    Arrival  in  Paris;  jieaco  negotiations,  Juno  25, 1782. 
To  Mountmorin,    Jonmey  from  Spain  to  Franco ;  prosiHscts  of  peace,  June  20, 1782. 
From  lAvingstoiif  Jnly  6,  1782. 
•  (See  Livingston  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
To  Adams,    As  to  political  prosp^-cts,  Aug.  2,  1782, 
Action  of  Congress  as  to,  Aug.  6,  1782. 
From  Adams,  Aug.  10,  1782. 
iBco  A^m  to  Jifiy,  same  date.) 
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Jay — Coiiiiniicd. 

From  Athmtf  Aug.  13,  1762. 
(Seo  Adams  to  t/aj/,  same  date. 

From  AdamSf  Aug.  17,  1782. 
(Seo  Adams  to  tlayf  same  date.) 

To  Congress,  Ilcconiinundiiig  W.  T.  Frauklin  as  secretary,  April  5^,  1781  (in- 
closed ill  letter  to  Congress  of  Franklin  of  Sept.  3,  1781. 

From  Franklin,  So.i)t.  4,  1782. 
(See  Fi'anklin  to  Jay,  same  date.) 

From  Livingston,  Seivt.  18,  1782. 
(See  FAvingston  14)  Jay^  same  date.) 

To  Livingston,  TraiiMmittlng  the  Marbois  ititeroopted  letter,  tbo  way  he  received 
wliich  ho  is  not  "at  liberty  to  meutioii;"  espressos  distrust  of  France, 
Sept.  18,  1782. 

As  to  this  letter  see  infra  Marltois, 

To  Adams.  Announcing  OswaUVs  powers  and  asking  Adams'  presence  in  Paris  ; 
Sept.  2^,  1782. 

To  Livingston,    Announcing  Oswald's  powers,  Sept.  28,  1782. 

From  Adams,  Oct.  7,  1782. 
(See  Adams  to  Jay,  same  date.) 

To  Livingston,    Saying  lie  refused  to  treat  under  Oswald's  first  power,  Oct.  13, 1782. 

To  Moiris.    To  same  effect,  Oct  13,  1782. 

From  Washington,  Oct.  18,  1782. 
(See  Washington  to  Jay,  same  date.) 

llis  dislike  of  Frenchmen.    Adams' journal  "Soy,  fi,  1791. 

To  Livingston,  Giving  full  account  of  share  in  peace  negotiations  to  date;  Mis- 
sissippi Valley,  Nov.  17,  1782. 

From  Livingston,  Nov.  23.  1782. 
(See  Livingston  to  Jay,  Fame  date.) 

To  Livingston,    Unanimity  among  commissioners,  Dec.  12,  1782. 

To  Livingston,    Satisfaction  witli  tlie  peace  and  hopes  for  the  future,  Dec.  14, 1782. 

From  Livingston,  Dec.  30,  1782. 
(See  Livingston  to  Jay,  same  date ;  also  Jan.  4, 1783.) 

From  Livingston,  Jan.  4,  178i^ 
(See  Livingston  to  Jay,  same  dale;  and  same  to  same,  Dec.  30,  1782.) 

To  La  Fayette.  Good  faith  to  be  maintained  to  France;  no  aid  to  be  expeotod 
from  Spain,  Jan.  11),  1783. 

To  Franktin.  Expressing  personal  respect  and  approval  of  his  grandson  as  sec- 
retary, Jan.  26,  1783. 

To  Ihane.    Refusing  to  correspond  with,  Feb.  23,  1783. 

To  Vanghan,  Treaty  one  of  wise  liberality  on  part  of  England;  question  as  to 
navigation  acts ;  no  reason  why  tories  should  be  compensated  for  their  loeses ; 
Lord  Shelburue's  system  lihoral  and  conciliatory,  Mar.  28,  17b3. 

To  Livingston,  Announcing  that  he  is  to  bo  formally  received  at  Madrid,  Apr. 
7,  \7m. 

To  Livingston,  Parliamentary  news;  the  mediating  courts  to  appear  at  the  de- 
finitive treaties,  Apr.  11,  1783, 

To  Livingston,  As  io  definitive  treaty  and  Spanish  relations;  impaired  health, 
Apr.  22,  1783. 

To  Livingston,    Kecounncnding  Adams  as  minister  to  England,  May  30,  1783. 

To  Livingston.     Looks  to  Carmichoel  to  make  up  accounts,  June  1,  1^\. 

To  Hartley.    Proposed  agreement  as  to  definitive  treaty,  June  1, 1783. 

To  Morris,     France  can  supply  no  more  funds ;  distrusts  France,  July  17, 1783. 

To  Livingston,  Satisfaction  with  prelimiQary  articles;  importance  pf  |^||t|ppal 
spirit,  ^u(\  of  pousti^nt  }>ropjvratiou  for  wi^r,  July  19,  1783, 
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J4T— Continued. 

To  JAoiMOH.    Uopiug  ho  will  write  a  history  of  tho  Revolution,  July  19,  1763. 

To  Limngaton.    Conilitions  ofproxiosotl  resignation,  July  20,  1783. 

'To  MorrU.    8[»eaks  well  of  Gouvoneur  Morris ;  regrets  U.  Biorris*  resignation ; 

France  can  supply  no  more  funds,  July  20,  1783. 
From  Franklin,  Sept.  10,  1783. 

(See  Franklin  lo  Jay,  same  date.) 
To  Franklin,    Vindicating  latter  from  charge  of  lukewarniuess  as  to  fisheries, 

Sept.  11, 1783.     (See  Franklin,) 
To  ThomJion,    Thinks  reciprocity  to  he  the  hasis  of  commercial  treaties;  would 

discountenance  privateering,  Sept.  12, 1783. 
To  Livingston.     Reciprocity  the  true  system ;   n;cotnmends  leniency  to  tories, 

Sept.  13,  1783. 
To  Schuyler,    Henelits  of  the  peace,  Sept.  16,  1783. 
To  Hamilton,   Bad  effect  of  reports  of   American  dissensions ;  leniency  to  tories, 

Sept.  28,  1783. 
i^rom  Morris,  Nov.  4,  178!). 

(See  Morris  to  </ajr,sanie  date.) 
From  Livingston,  Nov.  27, 1783. 

(See  Livingston  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
:From  Morris,  Nov.  27, 1783. 

(See  Morris  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
£lected  secretary  of  foreign  affairs.     Congress,  Blay  7, 1784. 
"^^o  Congress.    Has  returned  to  New  York  and  mode  arrangements  as  to  his  accoun ts; 

ratification  of  treaty,  July  25, 1784. 
Xieport  to  Congress  as  to  recognition  of  independence  and  sovereignty  of  the 
United  States  and  closure  of  war.  Mar.  4, 1785.    (See  Cannickael,  Sjtain.) 

^lis  position  in  revolutionary  politics.    Introduction,  $  40. 

CDpiiiion  of  Adams  in  Europe.     Ibid,,  $  131. 

Xnformatiou  given  as  to  Deano  in  1788.    Ibid.,  $  165. 

High  opinion  of  Dumas.     Ibid.,  $  185. 

-Appointed,  with  Franklin  and  Doaue,  to  make  a  treaty  with  France.     Commitleo 

to  Deane,  Oct.  4, 1776. 
i^rom  Adams,  June  29, 1780. 

(See  Adams  to  Jefferson,  same  date.) 
Oommissiunod  as  peace  plenipotentiary.     Livingston  to  Jrffirsoti,  Nov.  13,  1782; 
Livingston  to  Lnzcrne,  Nov.  20,  1782;  Jefferson  to  lAcingslon,  Nov.  26,  1782; 
Lnzerne  to  Livingston,  Nov.  29, 1782. 
'X'o  Livingston.    Delay  in  his  passage  to  Europe,  Fob.  7, 178^3. 
To  Luzerne.    To  same  effect,  Feb.  7, 1783. 
I?Yoni  Livingston.    His  do))arture  no  longer  pressed,  Fob.  14, 1783. 

(See  Livingston  to  Jefferson,  same  dat-c. ) 
Prom  Livingston,  Fob.  18, 1783. 

(See  Livingston  to  Jefferson,  same  date.) 
From  Liringston,  Apr.  4,  1783. 

(See  fJvingsion  to  Jefferson,  same  date. ) 
From  jMailison,  May  13,  1783. 

(See  Madison  to  Jtffeison,  sanio  date.) 
From  Madison,  June  10,  1783. 

(See  Madison  Xo  Jefftrson,  same  date.) 
From  Morris,  Feb.  25,  1781. 

(See  Morris  to  Jefferson,  sanio  date.) 
Klected  minister  for  negotiation  of  treaties  of  commorcc.     Congress  May  7,  1781. 
J£.\IFBR.    From  Moiris,  Juno  11,  1782. 
(See  Morris  to  Jenifer,  same  date. ) 

in  xovt 
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Je^kinson.    Sent  to  Fraucu  by  British  Qovcrniiioiit  to  watch  Dcuuo.    l/cone  to  CdM- 

mittee,  Aug.  18, 1776 ;   JK.  Xe0  to  Dnnuu,  Sept.  10,  1776. 
Jennings— 

Now  in  London,  recommended  to  Congress  for  employment,    ji.  Lee  to  CommUiM^ 

Doc.  8,  1777. 
From  Adams,    As  to  views  of  war.  Mar.  13,  1780. 
"An  American,  residing  in  London,  but  a  warm  friend."    (Sparks,  ia  note  to 

Adams'  letter  above  cited.) 
From  Dana,  Apr.  20,  1781. 

(See  Dana  to  JenningSf  same  date.) 
From  Dana,    Asking  him  to  accompany  him  to  Russia,  Apr.  21,  1781. 
To  Dana,    Difficulties  as  to  Joining  his  mission,  May  3,  1781. 

(See  Dana  to  Congmn,  May  13,  1781.) 
Cliaract<*r  condenniud  by  11,  lAiurtns  to  MinisterSf  Sept.  11,  1783. 
Suggested  as  secretary  of  the  peace  commission.    Adana  to  Lanrens,  Sept.  15, 1SS2, 
Notice  of.    Adams'  jonrnal,  Nov.  3, 1782. 
Johnson  (member  of  Congress),  chosen    member  of  Committee  of  Correspondence. 

Scci'et  Journals  of  Congress ^  Nov.  29,  1775. 
Johnson,  Captain.    Capture  of.     CommiMiontrs  to  Commiitee^  Nov.  30,  1777. 
Johnson— 

Recommended  to  Congress  1>y  D'Estaing,  July  8,  1778. 
Johnson  (of  Maryland). 

From  Franklin^  Apr.  8,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  Johnson,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Dec.  29,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  John$on,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  June  22,  1780. 
(See  Franklin  to  Johnson,  same  date.) 
JoUNSTONK,  Governor,  to  Morris,  sounding  him  as  to  peace,  Feb.  5,  1778. 
Corrupt  approaches  to  Morris,  Juno  16, 1778. 

His  suggestions  as  to  peace.   (See  IfYanklin  to  Hartley,  Oct.  26, 1778.) 
Joint  ENVOYS.    Impolicy  of  having.    Introduction,  $  106. 
JoNKS,  J.  Paul.    Public  services  of.    Ibid.,  ^  l\H), 

From  Franklin.    To  oounnaud  a  ship  built  at  Amsterdam,  June  1,  1776. 
Commissioned  to  take  command  of  the  Amphitrite;  May  9,  1777. 
His  efllciency.     Ibid. 
From  Franklin  and  Deane.    Giving  instructions  to.    Jan.  16,  1778. 

(Sec  Commissioner  to  Jones,  same  dat4).) 
QuoRtion  of  assistance  to.     Commissioners  to  iniliams,  Blay  25,  1778. 
From  Commissioners,    Instructions,  May  2:*),  1778. 
From  Franklin.    Further  suggestions.  May  27,  1778. 
Froui  F*'anklin,    Giving  advice,  June  10,  16,  1778. 
Representations  as  to.     Commissioners  to  Sarline,  June  15,  1778. 
II is  explanation  as  to  Simpson,  June  16,  1778. 
To  Commissioners.     Complaining  of  neglect,  Aug.  13,  1778. 
To  Whipple,    Asks  for  court-martial  of  Simpson,  Aug.  18,  1778, 
From  Whipple.    Court-martial  refused,  Aug.  19,  1778. 

From  Commissioners,    Court-nmrtial  ordered  by  commissioners,  Aug.  22,  1778. 
From  Franklin.    Instructions,  Sept.  0,  1778. 

(See  Franklin  from  Jones,  same  date.) 
From  A.  l^ee.     Olijections  to  above  instructions,  Jan.  17,  1778. 

(See  A,  Lee  to  Jones,  same  date.) 
Proposes  to  return  Laily  Selkirk's  plate.     Franklin  to  Schxoeighanser,  Feb.  10, 1779, 
From  Commissioners,     Leaving  the  Ranger  approved,  Feb.  10,  1779. 
(See  Franklin  et  al,  to  Jones,  same  date.) 
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Jokes,  J.  PAUi^-CoiiUnaad. 
FniM  f^tMiu,  Feb.  94, 1779. 

(8m  M^nHIm  to  Verfmrnew,  umo dsle.) 
Fkoa  iVanlrliii.    IiMiruotions  to,  Apr.  ^,  1779. 

(8oe  Fi/wMim  to  J^mw,  tune  d»te.) 
From  lirmmUim,  July  8, 1779. 

(8m  Firmmklim  to  «lbiiM,  Muiie  diito.) 
Beeomnonded  to  Daidm  for  advioo  and  protootion.    Ckmmmomi  to  Dwum,  Sept.  2, 

1779.    • 
Agreeoieiit  with  Capiain  Poanon,  prisoner  of  war,  Oct.  3,  1779. 
To  Moni$,    Giving  narrativo  of  captaro  of  iSfrapit,  Oct.  13,  1779 
From  iVasiMia.    His  Yietory  ooininemlod,  Oct.  IG,  1779. 

(8m  F^nkUn  to  Joscs,  Muio  date.) 
Rcporto  it  to  eominiaeionen  of  tlie  Navy,  Oct.  17,  1779. 
GomuMHida  again.    Unmidim  to  Cmjmt,  Oct  97,  1779.    (8m  Allk^nee,) 
From  r««f Mfsa,  Oct.  99,  1779. 

(8ee  F<f«f iiyoa  to  Joitsf,  Mme  date.) 
ProtMto  against  roMption  In  Holland.    Joset  to  Siuim-Gmermlt  Oet.  89, 1779. 
OivM  orders  m  to  prlMners.    Joset  to  Wrikeri,  Nor.  4,  1779. 
BepllM  to  Vangnyon,  Nov.  4,  1779. 

Dnmas  givM  Information  as  tOb  Dmmtu  to  KoN^syoa,  Nov.  9,  11,  13,  1779. 
Saliseqnent  proMedings  iwrrated.  Dssmm  Ui  VommUiee,  Doe.  19,  11,  1779. 
To  F^rmmkHM.    Defends  his  prooeedings,  Doe.  13,  1779. 

(8eo  Joast  to  Faaf  sfos,  same  date.) 
FhMn  JBtpiBL    InquiriM  as  to  li is  flag.  Doc  17,  1779. 

(8m  JBeystl  to  Jan€$f  same  dale.) 

(Answer  Jomm  to  Bepul,  Dec.  17,  1779.) 
From  JUeossMrrf,  Dee.  17, 1779. 

(8m  Xfseaeoarl  to  /mm,  same  date.) 
To  Dmwuu.    Pro|>osiiiff  a  cruiso,  Doe.  97, 1779. 
From  tyanklin,  Mar.  1, 1780. 

(Beo  Franklin  to  Jone9,  same  date.) 
His  exploits;  qnarrel  with  Landais.    FrankUn  to  Congress^  Mar.  4,  1780. 
Kocommoiuled  to  Congress.    FrankHn  to  CongresSf  Jtiiio  1,  1780. 
Appointetl  captain  of  tlio  AlliaHoe.  Franklin  to  officers  o/the  Alliance,  June  16, 1780. 
From  Franklin,  Juno  17,  1780. 

(Soo  Franklin  to  Jones,  same  date.) 
To  Franklin,    DifUculties  of  his  i>08ition;  disputes  ns  to  tlio  Alliance,  Jnue  97, 

1780. 
DifficnltiMtis  to ;  sails  in  the  Ariel  for  the  United  Status.     Franklin  to  Congress, 

Aug.  9,  1780. 
To  Dnmas.    Nflrmtivc  of  adventures;  Louis  XVI  gives  him  a  sword  and  rocom- 

mends  him  to  Congress,  Sept.  8,  1780. 
lias  l>ecu  driven  book  in  tho  Ariel  in  a  storm,  but  iH  refitting.     Franklin  to  Lovell, 

Dec.  2,  1780;  Franklin  (o  Congress,  Dec.  a,  17^0. 
To  J,  Brawn,    Answors  to  questions  of  the  board  of  mliniralt}',  giving  account  of 

his  naval  operations  aud  matters  councotod  therowitli,  Mar.  13,  1781. 
Certain  qncstions  relating  to,  answered.    Franklin  to  Lewis,  Mar.  17,  1781. 
Pcwitiou  of  Dutch  authorities  to  (hoc  manifesto  given  b}').    Adan^s  to  Congress, 

Mar.  18,1781.) 
To  Congress,    Thanliing  them  for  their  favorable  action,  April  22,  1781. 
Complaint  against.    Livingston  to  Jones,  April  17,  1782;   Lnzerne  to  Livingstonf 

April,  17,  1782. 
Expenses  of,  paid  by  Franco.    I'Yanklin  to  Congress,  Deo.  25,  1783, 
^ogDAN,  JoifN,    QeM  of,    JAvingston  to  Congress,  Feb.  20,  178^, 
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JosKPii  II,  Eiuperor.    PoAition  of,  to  Kovolutioii.    In  trod  notion,  i  %. 

Joy.    Passport  of.     I^Vanklin  to  Jfrown,  Auj;.  0,  1781. 

"  JiTNius.''    Bad  iniluonoe  ou  politics  of  Arthar  Loo  and  others.    Intrrdactlon,  i  147. 

Kalb,  Baron — 

liovolutioiiary  sorviccs  of.    Introduction,  $  $  79^. 

Employed  by  Broglio  to  sound  Congress  as  to  rocotving  Broglie  as  general.    Ihid., 

$  77. 
His  character.    Ibid,,  78  ff. 
Secret  mission  to  America  in  17G7.     Ibid.,  ^  80. 
Narrative  of  death  of.     IbidU,  ^  81. 

Desires  to  ciit-or  sorvico  of  the  Uuiced  States.     Dewtt  to  CommlUMf  Nov.  6,  1776. 
Recommended  as  a  capable  ofllcor.     Deane  to  CommiUeef  Nov.  28,  177U. 
Agrocment  b(^t^veen  Deane  and  Do  Kalb.     Veano  to  CommWee^  Dec.  G,  177G. 
To  Adams.   Oilers  letters  of  ix>coiumendation.     Doc.  27,  1776. 
Estiite  of.    Luzerne  to  JAviugston,  Apr.  17, 178*i ;  Livingston  to  Lugerne,  Jane  7, 1782. 
Claim  of.     Luzerne  to  Congress,  Apr.  28,  1784.  • 

Kapp.    Views  as  to  character  of  Kalb.    Introiluotion,  ^  79. 
Kkumklin.    Introduction  of.    Franklin  to  Livingston,  Nov.  7,  1782. 
King  of  Fkanck  (see  Lonis  XVI), 
Kino  and  Quren  of  France — 

Arrival  of  portraits  of.    Luzerne  to  Congress,  Apr,  6,  1784 ;  Congress  to  iCIii^  oj 
France,  Apr.  16,  1784. 
Kino  of  Great  Britain  (see  George  III). 
Kino  of  Prussia— 

From  A,  Lee,  June  29,  1777. 

(See  A,  Lee  to  King  of  Prussia,  same  date. 
From  A,  Z/ce,  July  11, 1777. 
(See  A.  Lee  to  King  of  Prussia,  same  date.     Seo  Frederick,  Prussia,) 
Knox— 

From  Jay,  Dec.  10,  1781. 
(See  Jay  to  Knox,  same  date.) 
KoTKOUSKi.    Introduction  of.     pyanklin  to  JVashington,  June  13,  1777. 
hARTiTiA,  brig.    Question  as  to  seizure  of.     Livingston  to  Luzerne,  Oct.  :)0,  1782;  Lu- 
zerne to  Dilton,  Nov.  8,  1782. 
La  Fayette— 

Revolutionary  services  of.     Introduction,  $  72. 

His  statement  as  to  opposition  to  Washington  by '* Lees  and  Adamses."     Ibid., 

$  11. 
Agreement  between  Deane  and.    Deane  to  Committee,  Dec.  6,  1776. 
His  visit  to  America  and  his  character.     Comnmsionersto  Committed,  May  25, 1777. 
To  Adams.    Giving  him  letters  for  France  and  gives  htm  suggestions,  Jan.  9,  1778. 
From  Adams,  Feb.  3, 1778. 

(See  Adams  to  />a  Fayette,  same  date.) 
From  Adams.    Letter  of  courtesy,  Feb.  8,  1778. 
Congress  votes  sword  to,  Oct.  21, 1778. 
From  Adams,  Feb.  21,  1779. 

(See  Adam^  to  Ixi  Fayette,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Mar.  22,  1779. 

(Sec  Franklin  to  La  Fayette,  same  date.) 
To  Adams.    On  behalf  of  **an  officer,"  desiring  service,  Apr.  9,  1779. 
Movements  of.    Franklin  to  Committee,  May  26,  1779. 
From  Franklin,  Aug.  19,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  La  Fayette,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin.    Sword  as  memorial  gift,  Aug.  24,  1779. 
(See  Franklin  to  La  Fayette,  same  date.) 
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La  Fa  tbttb— Con  tinned. 

From  Franklin f  Oct.  1, 1779. 

(See  FrankUu  to  La  FayeUCf  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Nov.  10,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  La  Fayette^  same  date.) 
From  A^ams,  Feb.  18, 1780. 

(See  Adams  to  T^a  Fayeile,  Raiiic  date. ) 
To  Adamn,    Comiiionts  ou  currout  ovcuts,  Feb.  10,  1780. 
Cominondod  by  Franklin.     Franklin  lo  IVafkinffton,  Mar.  5,  1780. 
Returns  to  America.    Franklin  to  Lovell,  Mar.  U»,  1780. 
Commended  by  Carmicbnel,  Mar.  'M ,  1780. 
To  Heed,    Importance  of  greater  military  energy,  May  :U,  1780. 
From  Franklin,  Dee.  9,  1780. 

(See  Franklin  to  La  Fayette,  same  date.) 
To  Chairman  of  Committee  of  Congrenn,    As  to  forwarding  supplies,  and  also  as  to 

Franklin  and  the  alliance,  Dec.  IG,  1780. 
From  Franklin,  May  14,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  La  Fayette,  same  date.) 
Participation  in  capture  of  Cornwallis.     JAvingtlon  to  Dana,  Oct.  21, 1781,  note, 
licsoliition  of  Congress  as  to,  Nov.  2^1,  1781. 

To  Washington,    Roport-s  difliculty  in  obtaining  funds  in  Franco,  and  a  footing 

that  America  might  do  more;  popular  friendship  for  America,  Jan.  30,  \7S2. 

To  Vergennes,    Oives  details  as  to  the  unfriendliness  uf  Spain  in  American  allairn. 

Mar.  20,  1782. 
From  Franklin,  Mar.  28,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  La  Fayette,  same  date.) 
To  Adams.    As  to  political  prospects,  Mar.  27,  1782. 
To  IFashington,    Political  ailairs  in  Europe,  Mar.  'JO,  1782. 
To  Livingtton,    Of  same  date,  on  same  topics. 
To  Washington.    Will  remain  in  France,  assisting  the  American  cause,  until  rr- 

quirwl  to  rejoin  the  Army  for  the  next  campaign,  Mar.  IM),  1782. 
To  Washington,     Preparations  for  and  proHpecis  of  (•omiiijx  campaign,  Apr.  12,  17R2. 
llis  intervention  on  behalf  of  II.  LanrouH.     iMiirenn  to  ('ongnns^  May  30,  178'i. 
To  Franklin,     As  to  iioacc,  .Juno  20,  1782  (given  in  Frauhtin's  journal,  under  date 

of  July  1,  1782). 
To  Livingston.     Sketch  of  pc.aco  negotiations,  Juno  2.''>,  178*2. 
Participation  in  pcaco  negotiations.     (See  Frnnklin-sjonnial,  given  under  date  of 

July  1,  1782.) 
From  J'Yanklin,  July  9,  1782. 

(Se«  Franklin  to  La  Fai/ctic,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  July  24,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  La  Fayette,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  Sept.  18,  17H2. 

(See  Livingston  to  La  Fayette,  8ame  dale.) 
From  Adams,  Sept.  21),  1782. 

(See  Adams  to  La  Fayette,  same  date.) 
To  Adams.     SpeciilntioiiN  as  to  pcaco,  Oct.  G,  17H2. 
To  Washington.     Prob.ibilitics  of  campaign,  Oct.  14,1782. 
To  Washington.     As  to  his  personal  xilans,  Oct.  24,  1782. 
From  lAvinqston,  Nov.  2,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  La  Fayette,  same  date.) 
l^roHcnce  at  peace  negotiation.     Adams'  jour  n  at,  Nov.  20,  1782. 
To  Vergennes.     Progress  of  nogotiations;  excellonco  of  American  Army ;  jioverty 
of  Uio  people;  claims  to  pecuniary  aid,Ni»v.  22,  178*2. 
/  Prom  Commissioners.     Approving  of  his  voyage  to  the  lJnit«Ml  States, Nov,  ^ift^Vlft'i. 
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LaFayktik-— Contimioil. 

To  Congress,    lias  acted  under  the  direction  of  Congress  and  the  Commiseionc 

Doc.  3.  1782. 
To  IVa/thhtgion,    Proposes  to  join  D'Estaing,  Dec.  4,  1782. 
To  Franklin,    flis  continiiod  aflfoctioii  for  ilio  United  Statofi,  Dec.  8,  1782. 
To  Vcrgennes,    Naval  )»reparations ;  prospects  of  general  peace,  Jan.  1,  1783. 
From  Livingston f  Jan.  10,  1783. 

(See  Livingston  to  La  Fayette,  same  date.) 
From  Jay,  Jan.  19,  178:^. 

(Soo  Jay  to  La  Fayette,  same  date.) 
To  CarmichacL    Importance  of  alliance  with  France;  America  owes  nothing 

any  power  bnt  France,  Jan.  20,  1783. 
To  Congress,    Congratulatory  on  peace;  the  intended  French  campaign  of  17 

Feb.  5,  178:5. 
To  Livingston,    As  to  intended  campaign ;  unfriendliness  of  Spain ;  proposed  vi 
to  Madrid ;  trusts  America  will  maintain  liersolf  against  Spain,  Feb.  5, 22, 1? 
To  Hamilton.    Desire  to  continne  in  American  service ;  importance  of  continon 
union;  would  accept  legation  from  United  States  to  London,  Feb.  G,  1783 
To  Florida  IHanca.    Attitude  of  Spain  to  the  United  StAtes,  Feb.  19,  1783. 
(Concurred  in  by  Florida  lilanca  to  La  Fayette,  Fob.  22,  1783.) 
(Soo  La  Fayette  to  Florida  lilanca,  Feb.  22,  1783;  La  Fayette  to  Livingston^  M 
2,  1783.) 
From  Livingston,  May  1,  1783. 

(See  Livingston  to  La  Fayette,  same  date.) 
To  Commissioners.    As  to  formal  mediation  of  imperial  courts,  May  15S,  1783. 
To  rergtnnes,  Juno  29,  1783. 

(Sec  La  Fayette  to  Vci-gennes,  samo  dato.) 
To  Congress.    Improved  condition  of  afTuirs  in  Spain,  July  20,  178:j. 
To  Congress,    Congratulations  as  to  peace;  importance  of  union  and  naiio 

spirit,  Sept.  7,  1783. 
Ilia  good  ofliccH  rendered  to  America.    I*\anklin  to  Morris,  Oct.  25,  1783. 
To  Congress.    Political  atfairs  in  Eurox>e;  proposes  a  visit  to  the  United  Stat 

Dec.  20, 1783. 
From  Calonne,  Jan.  9,  1784. 

(•See  Calonne  to  La  J*'ayelte,  same  date.) 
To  Washington.    Proposes  to  visit  Ameiica ;  general  European  news;  friends 

of  Franco,  May  14,  1784. 
From  Morris,  May  19, 1784. 

(See  Morris  to  Xa  Fayette,  same  date.) 
La  Faykttr,  ship.    Loss  of  goods  by,  i-eplnced.    Franklin  to  Chamberlain,  Aug. 

17HI. 
Lamar(;ais.    (S(*c  Introduction,  ^  7.'>.) 
Lamktiis.    (See  Introduction,  $  78.) 
La.ni>ai8,  Captain — 

DifViculties  with  Jones.     Introduction,  {  190. 

Introduced.    Deane  to  Committee,  Sept.  3,  1777. 

Difliculties  as  to.     La  Fayette  to  Adams,  April  9,  1779;  Franklin  to  Marine  C 

mittcc,  June  2,  1779. 
Censure  of,  by  Frauklin.     Franklin  to  Jones,  Oct.  15,  1779. 
Quarrel  with  Jones.     Franklin  to  Jones,  Mar.  1, 1780;  Franklin  to  Sartine,  Mar. 
17H0;  Franklin  to  iMndais,  June  7,  1780  ;  Franklin  to  Congress,  Mar.  4, 1780 
Statement  of  tho  case  against  him.     Franklin  to  Navy  Board,  Mar.  15,  1780. 
Ordered  to  leave  the  Alliance.     Franklin  to  Landais,  June  10,  1780. 
Relations  to  Jones.    In  trod  notion,  $  190. 
Further  dilQcnlties  with.     Paal  Jones  to  Franklin,  Juno  27,  1780. 
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Lakdais— ContiDiied. 

DffloaltiM  M  to ;  aalk  in  the  AWmm  with  ttoiet  lor  the  United  Btntei.    F^nh- 

Urn  to  CewfTWi,  Ang.  9y  1780, 
Qneetione  u  to.    JWutWii  to  £«irit,  Mar.  17, 1761. 
LASiDO^ruBua    Seenritu  lor  foreign  loans.    iliMM  to  Oramillii^  Deo.  1, 1776. 
Lamoimmi,  in  CongroM,  May  18,  1776,  noUoo  of. 
Laomot  (Freneh  officer).    Contraot  with,  F^b.  13^  1777. 

Letter  oommeading.    £<9ijiffffMi  to  FranhHw,  Nor.  S4, 1781. 
LaubaguaiSp  Ckmnt.    Indieoratkni  of.    JDmmm  to  0$mwUiie9f  Aug.  18, 1770. 
LAU]iwm,IL— 

Hlediplomatie  appointmenta.    Introdnotion,  i  ITS. 

Hie  eonxae  in  the  Tower.    /W.,  i  193. 

Bleoted  Preeident  of  Congroot.    Ctmmilim  to  Craualttieiieri,  Not.  8, 1777. 

From  JdoMt,  Dee.  83, 1777. 

(See  Adam%  to  Xaaroat,  same  date.) 
From  ilsruit,  l>ee.9B^  1777. 

(See  M9rri»  to  Laareiit,  same  date.) 
From  iiNmr,  Fbb.  le,  177a 

(See  lasrid  to  Xaareni^  same  datb.) 
From  ifWraUM,  Mar.  31, 177a 

(Soe  FrmMkm  to  Xaarfwi^  same  date.) 
From  iMnnd,  Apr.  1, 177a 

(See  liend  to  Xaarwt,  aaaie  dato.) 
From  /saritf,  Apr.  11, 177a 

(See  Iwrnrd  to  LasrsM,  same  date.) 
To  IFatMsflsn.    Yiews  as  to  dllTereneee  among  Amorlean  enroys  at  l*arls  and  as 

to  Bni^iah  orertnrss ;  Wews  as  to  diffionltles  in  Army,  May  5, 177a 
From  /aard,  Jnne  88, 177a 

(See  IwaHL  to  Xasreas,  same  date.) 
FhMn  ItMHi^  Jnly  85,  177a 

(Soo  Itord  to  LaurtnSf  same  dato.) 
From  Jiam$,  Aog.  87,  177a 

(8co ^<fasu  to  Lanrens,  same  date.) 
From  iMardf  Sept.  18, 1778. 

(See  iMord  to  Laurentf  somo  dato.) 
Resignation  of  chair,  Deo.  10,  1778. 

Addroes  to  CoDgreas  as  to  a  oortain  lettor  charged  to  him,  May  15,  1779. 
From  Adam$,  Oct.  <i5,  1779. 

(Soo  Admmt  to  Lanrens,  SAino  dato.) 
lostnictions  as  minister  to  Holland,  Oct.  26, 1779. 
From  Committee,  Deo.  li,  1779. 

(Soo  Lovell  to  Lanrengf  samo  dato.) 
*ro  CoHffrees,     Preparations  for  dopartnro,  Jan.  34,  1780. 
*ro  Congren,    Plans  of  voyago,  Feb.  14, 34, 1780. 

JTranklin  reqnestcd  to  assist  him  as  to  loan.     TAtrell  to  FvankUn,  Jnly  11, 1780. 
^boat  to  sail  for  Holland.     Lonell  to  Jay,  July  11, 1780. 
*Xo  ComvUtiee,    Annonnoes  his  capture  at  sea  and  seizure  of  his  papers  and  the 

politeness  with  which  ho  was  treated  by  his  captors,  Sept.  14, 1780. 
^is  uon-arrival.    AdamB  to  CongrtsH,  Sept.  19,  1780 ;  Franklin  to  Dumaa,  Oct.  21, 

1780. 
Prisoner  in  the  Tower;  shut  off  frum  Tisitors ;  sick  and  emaciate<l ;  denied  paper; 
treated  with  brn tali ty ;  statements  contained  in  letter.     Dnmasio  CongrcsB, 
Oct.  G,  1780;  Adame  to  Congress,  Oct.  24,  1780. 
Capture  of  his  papers  and  their  disclosnro  at  Holland ;  severity  of  his  treatment. 

Adam$  to  Congre$$,  Oct.  27,  1780. 
Franklin's  interposition  for.     Franklin  to  Coopiv,  Nov.  7, 1780. 
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LaurrnSi  II.— Continued. 

DiHcovery  and  traustuission  of  papers.    Dana  to  Taekion,  Nov.  11, 1780. 

Contradictory  account  a8  to  bis  treatmont.     Veri*on  to  Cooper,  Nov.  ^7, 1780; 
Cooj)e7'  to  Franklin,  Nov.  29, 1780. 

Greater  liberty  allowed  to,  in  Tower.    FrankHn  to  Congress,  Dec.  3, 17R0. 

From  Congress,  Dec.  23,  1780. 
(Sco  Congress  (or  nHntlngion)  to  Laurens,  same  date.) 

From  Congress,  Dec.  27,  1780. 
(See  Congress  (or  JIuntinglon)  to  Laurens,  Bome  date.) 

From  Adams,  May  8,  1781. 
(8oo  Adams  to  Lnnrens,  same  date.) 

From  Vergcnnes,  May  16,  1781. 
(See  Vergcnncs  to  Laurens,  same  date.) 

From  /'Va«A7iM,  Nov.  8,  1781. 
(See  P\ankHn  to  Laffrfitf,  same  date.) 

Funds  supplied  to.    Franklin  to  Hodgson,  Nov.  19,  1781 ;  DrankUn  to  F«ir^llaii, 
Nov.  »a,  1781. 

To  Congress.    Inbnman  treatment  for  fifteen  montbs  in  Tower,  Deo.  20, 1781. 

His  position  as  to  bis  treatment  in  tbe  Tower;  relief  sent  to  bim  by  Franklin; 
general  review  of  bis  case.     Franklin  to  Miss  Laurens,  Dec.  29, 1781. 

DifBculties  arising  in  Holland  from  seizure  of  bis  papers.    Adams  to  Livingston^ 
Fob.  21,  1782. 

Letter  of  Ibirke  as  to ;  position  of.    Burke  to  Franklin,  Feb.  28,  178*2. 

Ctmgratulations  on  bis  release.    FrankHn  1o  Laurens,  Apr.  12, 1782. 

Ueloasc  of.     La  Fayette  to  Washington,  Apr.  12, 1782. 

To  Franklin,  May  17, 1782  (given  in  Franklin's  journal,  on'ler  date  of  Jnly  1, 1782). 

To  Congress.    Treatment  wben  in  tbe  Tower;  final  release;  La  Fayette's  conrse 
as  to,  May  30,  1782. 

Notice  of.     Adams  to  lAmngston,  June  9,  1782. 

To  Franklin.     His  position  at  tbe  Tower  ;  oxcbnnge,  June  24, 1782. 

Excbango  of.    Franklin  to  Livingston,  June  29,  17r52. 

In  peace  negotiations.    (See  Franklin's  journal ,  under  date  of  July  1,  1782.) 

From  Franklin,  July  2,  1782. 
(See  Franklin  to  Laurens j  same  date.) 

From  Adams,  Aug.  15,  1782. 
(See  yldams  to  Laurens,  same  date.) 

To  Adams.    Construction  of  Hritisb  commission ;  dangers  to  be  avoided ;  does  not 
desire  to  act  on  commission,  Aug.  17,  1782. 

From  Adams,  Aug.  18,  1782. 
(See  Adams  to  Laurens,  same  date.) 

To  Congress.    Plans  for  rt^tum  to  America ;  may  remain  abroad  for  some  montbs; 
Franklin's  attention,  Sept.  5,  1882. 

Franklin's  attitude  to  bim,  given  in  note  to  last  dispatcb. 

From  Livingston,  Sept.  17,  1782. 
(See  Livingston  to  Laurens,  same  date.) 

Uouo wal  of  bis  appointment  as  commissioner  of  peace.     Congress,  Sept.  17,  1782. 

Addressed  as  sucb  by  Livingston,  Sept.  17,  1782. 

Proposed  recall  of,  based  on  bis  alleged  compromising  letter  to  tbe  Speaker  of  tbe 
House  of  Commons,  Sept.  19,  1782. 

Mmlison's  account  of.    Madison  to  Randolph,  Sept.  24,  1782.     (See  also  Introduc- 
tion, ^  173.) 

Attendance  wanted  at  Paris.    Adams  to  Laurens,  Nov.  5,   1782 ;   Livingston  to 
Laurens,  Nov.  8,  1782. 

His  enibarnssing  position  arising  from  tbe  alleged  petition  to  tbe  House  of  Com- 
mons.    Livingston  to  Adams,  Nov.  18,  1782.     (See  Introduetiou,  $  173.) 

To  Comical  tin.    As  to  excbange,  Deo.  9,  1782. 
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Laursns,  U.— Continued. 

To  Secretary  of  Foreign  Affaire.  Explanation  of  his  continno<l  residonce  in  Enj;- 
land ;  bos  b«)en  in  contiunous  service  of  his  country  for  cigiit  years ;  aclcnowl- 
edgos  payment  for  his  services,  Deo.  15,  1782. 

To  LivingeUm.    Bad  health  and  continued  residence  abroad,  Jan.  C,  1783. 

To  Franklin,     Views  as  to  dcAuitive  treaty,  Mar.  G,  1783. 

From  A^ame,  Mar.  12,  1783. 
(See  Adame  to  Lanrene,  same  date.) 

To  Secretarif  of  Foreign  Affairs.     As  to  Englisli  affairs,  Mar.  15,  1783. 

To  Franklin,    Position  of  Eni;1ish  administration,  Mar.  17,  1783. 

To  Adami.    Views  of  English  politics.  Mar.  2G,  1783. 

To  Franklin.    Commercial  bill  in  Parliament;  mediation,  Apr.  4,  1783. 

To  Livingiton.  Reporting  conversation  with  Fox  favorable  to  commoroial  treaty, 
Apr.  5,  10,  1783. 

From  Lieingsion.    As  to  permission  to  retnm  to  tlie  ITnttod  States,  May  8,  1783. 

To  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affaire,  Narrates  proceedings  as  to  definitive  treaty, 
.Tune  17,  1783. 

To  Commieeionere.    Information  as  to  his  proceedings  in  England,  June  17, 20, 1783. 

To  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affaire ,  June  27,  1783. 

From  Franklin,  July  6,  178:^. 
(Sc'-e  Franklin  t^  LanrenB,  same  date.) 

To  Franklin,  July  17,  1783. 

To  Secretary  far  Foreign  Affairs,  July  17,  1783. 

To  same.    Proceeds  to  Paris,  Ang.  2,  178;J. 

To  X.  B,  Morrie.     As  to  accounts,  Ang.  9,  1763. 

To  United  Statce  ministers  at  Paris.  Gives  conversation  with  Fox,  when  the  latter 
declared  that  the  provisional  articles  wonld  form  the  definitive  treaty,  and 
that  it  was  intended  to  exclude  American  ships  from  the  West  Indian  trade, 
and  that  an  American  minister  was  desirable  at  London  ;  arrival  in  London 
of  Carberry  and  Sullivan,  Ang.  9,  1783. 

To  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs.  As  to  his  salary;  proposes  to  visit  the  south  of 
France,  where  his  brotlier  has  resided  for  six  yearH,  Aug.  9, 1783. 

From  Franklin,  Ang.  21, 1783. 
(See  Franklin  to  Laurens,  same  date.) 

To  United  States  ministers  at  Paris.  Notices  definitive  treaty  and  comments  on  bail 
character  of  Jennings,  Sept.  11, 1783. 

From  Franklin,  Dec.  G,  178:5. 
(S<;e  Franklin  to  Laurens,  same  date.) 

From  Franklin,  Fob.  12,  1784. 
(See  Franklin  to  lAturens,  same  date.) 

From  HartUy,  March  20, 1784. 
(See  Hartley  from  Laurens,  same  date.) 
»  To  Congress.  British  hardness  to  the  United  States  ;  iniHRliiof  done  by  the  **  loy- 

alists," probabilities  of  a  new  war,  Apr.  24,  30,  1781. 
'^'^URENS,  J. — 

Jlin  diplomatic  services.     Introdnction,  $  174. 

Elected  secretary  of  legation  to  Versailles  (but  iloclinos);  proceedings  of  Con- 
gross  of  Sept.  28, 1779. 

Tnstrnctions  to,  as  special  minister  to  Pans,  Doc.  23,  1780. 

Additional  instructions  to,  Dec.  27,  1780. 

To  Congress,     In  regard  to  obtaining  siipplios  asks  discretion,  Jan.  3,  17HI. 

To  Congress.  Efforts  to  a:et  a  crew  for  the  AViane^i ;  French  army  and  navy  de- 
manding supplies,  Feb.  4,  1781. 

To  Congress.     Efforts  to  got  a  crow  for  tlie  Alliance;  embarked  to-clay,  Feb.  7,  1781. 
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Laurrns,  J. — Continnod. 

To  Congress,  Numbers  and  destiiintion  of  FronoU  fleet ;  war  with  Eoffland  very 
iujnrious  to  Holland ;  British  privateer  having  illegally  taken  a  Venetian  ship 
captured  and  the  ship  released ;  fears  for  safety  of  Palfrey,  Mar.  11, 1781. 

To  Congress,  Interview  with  the  Marquis  de  Castries ;  the  king  of  France  refnsos 
a  loan  ;  gives  G|000,000  to  the  United  States;  the  King  refnsee  to  accept  the 
oflfer  of  mediation  unless  his  allies  do ;  Congress  is  requested  to  instract  their 
delegates  on  this  point;  memorial  to  Vergennes;  letter  to  same;  nrges  that 
supplies  bo  sent  by  France ;  fleets  of  the  powers,  Mar.  20, 1781. 

To  Washington,  As  to  his  application  to  France  for  further  aid;  as  to  plans  of 
coming  campaign,  Mar. 24, 17R1. 

To  Congress,  Loan  promised ;  cost,  etc.,  of  supplies;  French  will  establish  naval 
superiority  in  America;  fleet  on  its  way;  extracts  from  intercepted  letters, 
Apr.  9, 1781. 

To  Washington,  Vergennes  has  promised  to  guaranty  the  ten  million  Datoh  loan ; 
will  take  action  as  to  supplies,  Apr.  11, 1781. 

To  Vergennes,  Supplies  insufflcient ;  requests  amount  of  loan  be  immediately  ad- 
v.anccd ;  necessity  of  naval  superiority,  Apr.  18, 1781. 

To  Congress.    Remittance  of  specie  and  of  supplies ;  the  ship  Indian ^  Apr.  24, 1781. 

To  the  Director- General  of  Finance,  Urging  a  larger  remittance  of  specie,  Apr. 
29,  1781. 

From  Adams.  As  to  his  recent  action  in  Europe;  Major  Jackson's  agency.  May 
R,  1781.    EOlcioncy  of,  noticed.    Franklin  to  Congress^  May  14, 1781. 

Excellence  of  his  character  and  his  comparative  success  in  his  mission  to  France. 
Franklin  to  La  Fayette,  May  14,  1781. 

To  Congress.     His  disappointment  in  the  failure  of  his  flnal  attempts  at  raising 
funds,  May  15,  1781. 
(See  Vergennes  to  LanrenSf  May  IG,  1781.) 

Vergennes  declines  to  pay  for  his  credit  purchases  in  Holland,  which  he  onghtto 
have  paid  for  in  cash,  June  8,  1781. 

Position  of  his  accounts  in  Holland.     Franklin  to  VtrgcnneSy  June  10,  1781. 

Han  disbursed  all  of  six  million  loan.     IVanklin  to  Adanis^  Juno  30,  1781. 

Difficulties  arising  from  his  engagements,  Franklin  to  Jackson,    July  C,  1781. 

Want  of  final  success  in  his  liuancial  mission  in  1781.  Franklin  to  Carmichaelt 
Aug.  24,  1781. 

Arrival  with  ten  store-ships.     Morris  to  Franklin,  Aug.  28,  1781. 

To  Congress.  Reporting  his  special  mission  to  France;  urged  larger  contribu- 
tions than  those  received  through  Franklin,  but  fruitlessly ;  the  arguments 
he  used  to  Vergennes ;  visited  Castries ;  Vergennes  stated  that  the  King  will 
be  security  for  t«n  million  Dutch  loan  ;  Franco  can  not  provide  full  convoys; 
arranged  with  Captain  Gillou,  of  the  South  Corolina,  for  further  conveyance  of 
specie ;  prospects  of  further  supplies  faint,  Sept.  2,  7,  1781. 

To  Congress.  Ro.gards  retaliation  as  the  only  mode  of  procuring  relief  in  the 
cose  of  Henry  Laurens;  sends  further  accounts,  and  stat-es  the  amounts  for 
which  be  was  obliged  to  draw  on  Franklin,  Sept.  6,  1781. 

Comparative  ill  success  of  his  mission.     Ixiurens  to  Congress,  Sept.  21, 1781. 

From  Franklin,     As  to  mismanagement  in  purchase  of  supplies  in  Holland  and 
their  sliipuient  through  Gillou,  Nov.  9,  1781. 
Lauzux.    Character.    Introduction,  $  78.    Congratulatory  and  complimentary  ad- 
dress to.     Congress,  May  1,  1783. 
Lk  IJRiiN  from  Franklin,  Oct.  25,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  Le  Jfrun,  same  date.) 
Lecky— 

HJH  view  of  Washingion's  military  genius.    Introduction,  $  12. 

Opinion  of  Adams.     Ibid.,  $  132. 
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Ln,  Arthur— 

Oattineofhlrtoiy.    /Md.,  «  13a. 

PMition  In  EDgUnd  prior  to  177G.    IhUL,  i  137. 

Hk  oonnooUoA  with  WUkM.    IbUL.iiaa. 

Wm  oppogltton  to  Washini^fcoB  Mid  Fnuiklln.    I¥d.,  i  141. 

His  ralmtloiia  to  BeMoiMobftis.    Ihldfi  149. 

Hki  Eogliah  eonneoiioiw  in  1776.    Ihid.^  i  143. 

Hto  "mllltUi''  dipkNBMy  ftnd  its  oonwqnenoet.    Ibid.,  i  (tO)  144. 

Pnvatont  opinion  m  to  his  differeooes  wllli  Franklin.    IhUL,  i  146. 

Eflbei  of  " Jnnins"  on  his  stjlo.    IM.,  (  147. 

8o  as  to  bis  traatmsnt  of  the  Bootoh.    IHd.,  i  14a 

His  easo  against  Franklin.    IhUL,  i  14U. 

HU  betrayal  by  favoritss.    JMd.,  f  V». 

Dsooy  news  sent  by  him.    /6id.,  i  151. 

Suspicions  of  Franklin  and  Vergonnas.    IbUL,  i  103. 

Poworfni  family  inflnsnec.    MM,,  i  153. 

His  oonrse  on  rstnming  to  Amoriea.    IbM.,  i  154. 

His  relations  to  Franklin.    /Md.;  H  106, 196, 149. 

Chatge  of  oormptlon  against  Dnmas.    Ibid,,  i  185. 

Hisdiplomatioiailnres.    llid.,  «19. 

MIsUke  as  to  Deane's  wealth,    i  Md.,  «  IGO. 

Qnestton  of  memory  with  Beanmarohais.    Ibid.,  f  f  61,  143. 

Pfessnts  petition  of  1775.    tHmkHm  to  TkmMon,  Feb.  5, 1775. 

From  GMuaaf00,  to,  Deo.  12,  1775. 

(See  Osmsiillm,  to  A.  Lee,  same  date.) 
Dnmas  will  correspond  wfcthand  take  charge  of  bis  letters  to  Congress.    Franklin     "^ 

to  Dmum,  Dec  10, 177^. 
To  imesrteia  esrritjwtdeiil,  nnder  name  of  Golden  ^  Importance  of  placing  New 

England  men  at  the  head  of  affairs;  predictions  as  to  British  campaign; 

objects  to  Franklin  and  Jay  on  oommltteo  of  corresiiondence  (donbts  an  to 

the  channel  through  which  those  letters  were  roooivod,  Feb.  13,  1776).    (See 

introtinction,  i  141.) 
To  enme  eorree^ndeni.    Criticisos  Lonl  Sackville;  objects  again  to  Franklin  and 

Jay;  snspects  Dr.  Church,  Feb.  14,  1776. 
To  Mre,  Baoke.    Makes  further  predictions  as  to  British  campaign ;  Britain  re- 

qnires  unconditional  submission.  Mar.  19,  1776. 
To  Golden,    Makes  further  predictions  as  to  British  campaign,  Apr.  15,  1776. 

(See  Introduction,  $  141.) 
Under  name  of  Alary  Johmton,  to  **ffortalez.**    Explaining;  why  tobacco  could  not 

be  at  once  shipped,  May  23,  1776;  June  6,  1770.    (Sec  introduction,  $  61,  IT. 

142.) 
To  GommUiee,    Speculations  as  to  English  and  French  policy ;  criticises  Spanish 

minister ;  denounces  the  Scotch  and  refugees ;  warns  as  to  'Tarson''  Mndisoii, 

Joseph  Reed,  and  Brook  Watson,  June  3,  1776. 
From  Beaumar^^Uf  June,  6,  1776. 

(See  BeanmarchatB  to  A.  Lee,  same  date.) 
To  Beaumarchaie.    As  to  excliauge  of  tobacco  for  supplies,  June  14,  1776. 
From  BeanmarohaiSf  June  26,  1776. 

(See  Beanmarchais  to  A.  Lee,  same  date.) 
To  Dnmae,    As  to  American  aflfairs  and  the  timidity  of  Franco,  July  6,  1776. 
To  Dnmae,    Criticises  recent  iinblicatious;  Adam  Smith Js  a  "Scotchman,  and  an 

enemy  to  America ;  **  decisive  news  oxpect-o<l,  Aufi^.  pf^  1776. 
LAccording  to  Vergennes,  has  put  too  much  confidonco  in  ConntLanraguais.    Denne 
A       to  Committee,  Aug.  18, 177(). 
^nv  (See  Lee  to  Beaumarchavt,  May  23. 1776.) 
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Lrk,  Akthuk — Coiiiiuued. 

^Ilis  visit  to  Paris  lu  Augast,  1776,  an  nnweloome  sarpriae  to  Deane.    Deane  to 

VergenneSf  Aag.  22, 1776. 
To  Dumas.    Political  torpor  in  EogUnd;  Sandwich  and  Gcroiain,  Sept.  83, 1776. 

[ay  treat  with  European  powers.    X*roo9eding9  in  Congre$s,  Oct.  16,  1776. 
Appointed  comniissioucr  to  Paris.    Morris  and  Franklin  to  Xee,  Oct.  23, 1776; 

sayne  to  Deane,  Oct.  24,  1776. 
To  Dumas,    Survey  of  English  politics,  Nov.  15, 1776. 
Tu  Shelburne,    Bids  farewell ;  expresses  his  superior  attachment  to  America,  and 

is  about  to  join  in  Paris  **onr  Pater  Patria^*  and  Mr.  Dcane,  Deo.  33, 1776. 
To  Commiitco,    Accepts  and  enters  on  his  duties  as  commissioner  at  Paris ;  "  Hor- 

talcz;''  arrangements  made  with  him  were  settled  with  Deane,  and  the  snp- 

plics  were  what  wore  promised,  Deo.  31,  1770. 
Draught  of  pledge  to  France,  Feb.  2,  1777. 
Proposes  to  go  to  Madrid.   Commissioners  to  CommitUet  Feb.  6, 1777.   Lee  to  Commit-- 

ice,  Feb.  11,  1777. 
To  C'ommt/fcc.     Supplies ;  British  plans,  Feb.  14,  18, 1777. 
Fr)in  Gardoqiii,    Advised  not  to  go  to  Moclrid,  Feb.  17,  1777. 

(Sec  Oardoqui  to  A.  Lee,  same  date.) 
The  erroucousucss  of  his  information  as  to  British  campaigns.    See  letters  niider 

date  of  Fob.  14, 1776;  Fob.  5, 11, 14, 18, 1777.    Seoalso  Introduction,  ${  151/). 
To  Commissioners.     His  journey  to  Spain,  Feb.  26,  1777. 

To  (Irimaldi.     Urges  on  Spanish  Government  that  he  should  he  permitted  to  visit- 
Madrid,  Mar.  5, 1777. 
To  Committee.    Proceedings  in  his  mission  to  Spain,  etc..  Mar.  8, 1777. 
To  Florida  Blanca,    Appeal  to.  Mar.  17, 1777. 

To  Congrfss.    Explanation  of  course  iu  Spain ;  foreign  affairs,  Mar.  18, 1777. 
From  Franklin.     Instructions  to,  iu  Jan.,  1777,  Mar.  21, 1777. 
To  Committee.    Returns  to  Paris,  and  reports  unfavorablo  disposition  of  Spain,, 

Apr.  2,  1777. 
From  Gardoqnif  Apr.  28, 1777. 

(Sec  Oardoqui  to  J.  Lee,  same  date.) 
To  Oardoqui.    As  to  public  oflairs,  May  8,  1777. 
To  Schuhiihejg.     Proposing  to  visit  Berlin,  May  8,  1777. 
To  Committee.    Prepares  to  go  to  Berlin,  May  13,  1777. 
Froiij  Schulcnberg.     Advised  to  postpone  his  visit.  May  20,  1777.. 
To  tSchulcnherg.     Announcing  his  arrival  at  Berlin,  Juno  5,  1777'.. 
To  Schulcnberg.     Sends  a  statement  of  value  of  Auiericau  trade,  June  7,  1777. 
From  Schulcnberg.     Informed  that  his  residence  at  Berlin,  as  a  mere  individual. 

would  not  he  disagreeable  to  the  King,  Juno  %  1777. 
To  Schulcnberg.     Mentioning  ratc^  of  iuHnrance  to  America,  Juno  10,  1777. 
To  Committee,     Position  of  affairs  at  Berlin,  Juno  11,  1777. 
To  Franllin.     *'Apathy"  at  Berlin,  June  15, 1777. 
From  Schulcnberg.     Dilatory  course  of  Prussia,  Jnne  18,  1777. 
To  Schulcnberg.    Asking  permission  for  American  cruisers  to  enter  Prussian  ports, 

Juno  20,  1777.     Declined  by  Schulcnberg,  Juno  20,  1777. 
To  Commissioners,     Reports  stealing  of  his  papers,  June  28,  1777. 
(J.  Q.  Adams'  and  other  comments  thereon,  June  28,  1777,  noto.    As  to  this 

theft,  see  Introduction,  ^  91,  144,  150,  193.) 
To  King  of  Prussia.     As  to  alliance,  Juno  29,  1777. 
The  King's  notion  of  the  theft,  Juno  30,  1777. 
To  the  King.    As  to  the  theft.,  July  1 ,  1777. 
From  the  King,     Referring  him  to  Scliulenberg,  Jnly  2, 1777. 
To  Commission€rs.     Reporting  roturn  of  papers,  July  6,  1777. 
To  Congress.     Discussing  his  situation,  July  29,  1777. 
From  Committee^  Aug.  8,  1777. 
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To  Stktthmkmf.    8nggf»tioiiB  m  to  Pniwian  oomroeroo,  Aug.  13^  1777. 

To  OmrdoquL    DisappoiDtecl  mi  action  of  SpolOi  Aug.  10|  1777. 

To  C0mmillm,    Kouiarks  so  to  docliuo  of  English  commorco,  Bopt.  O^  1777. 

To  Qmrdo^pU,    Siippuoed  oettloiueut  aa  to  auppliea,  Sept.  25, 1777. 

T6  OomwUU^e.    QWes  news  fVoni  Spain  aa  to  anpplioa  oud  declarea  Boaamarobaia' 

.    aappliea  to  hare  been  gratoitoiia,  Oot.  G,  1777. 
From  8ehuleMber§.     Iiifonnod  that  Praasia  will  not  racoivo  American  prlTatoera, 

Oct.  8, 1777. 
Koply.    A.  Lee  to  SektiXemker^^  Oot.  93, 1777. 

To  SekmUmkerg,    Annonnoea  W.  Loo's  appointment  to  Bcriio,  Nov.  13, 1777. 
To  Ganiogal.    Koinarica  aa  to  aupplioa  and  prisaa,  Nov.  15, 1777. 
To  CommUiee,    Bofiorla  refusal  of  Prussia  to  roceivo  privateers  and  also  suspeu- 

aion  of  aupplifs  Ihnn  Spain,  Nov.  87, 1777, 
From  Mksfeaftsr^,  Nov.  98,  1777. 

(See  8AuUnker§  to  A.  Lee,  same  date.) 
To  BerkemhemL    Commiasioners  may  roeeive  bat  can  not  malce  peace  overtures, 

Dec  3,  1777. 
To  Cemgreee,    Beportfog  as  to  goods  forwarded  to  can)  of  Qorry,  Doc.  6,  1777. 
To  Comgreee.    As  to  excesses  of  American  prlvate<*rs;  recommends  Jennings  and 

Diggea  for  employment,  Dec.  8, 1777. 
To  Armudm.    Political  relations,  Dec.  0,  1777. 
To  Sekmlemherg,     Is  advised  of  bis  brother's  rejection  by  Prussia  as  minister, 

boc.  11,  1777. 
To  SkMttrne,    As  to  British  enormities,  Dec.  14, 1777. 
From  Sekmttnherg,  Deo.  18,  1777. 

(See  Sekuiemberg  to  A,  Lee,  same  date.) 
From  JSekmUnherg,    Prossia  refhses  transit  to  British  troops,  Dec.  93, 1777. 
To  CawmiUee.    Aa  to  Spain  and  Prussia,  Jan.  5, 1778. 
From  Schulenherfff  Jan.  16,  1778. 

(See  SehuleHherg  to  A.  Lee,  same  dnto.) 
To  FrankUH.    Objecting  to  twolfth  article  of  treaty  of  1778,  Jan.  30, 1778. 
From  Franklin,    Agrooing  to  dropping  nrliclc,  Feb.  1,  177d. 
Gerard  to  Cemmieeianere,    Not  assenting  to  change  from  want  of  time,  Fob.  2, 

1778. 
To  Schulenberg.    As  to  condition  of  war,  Fob.  2, 1778. 

To  Committee,    Narrative  of  proceedings  in  Spain;  criticisos  procoedings  of  col- 
leagues, Feb.  10,  1778. 
To  Committee,    Statomont  as  to  Boaumarchais*  gratiiiticB,  Fob.  10, 1778. 
To  Franklin,    Coniplainn  that  lio  was  not  ndvisod  of  Shiiooii  Doano's  sailing  with 

dispatches;  considers  the  action  of  Franco  "covert"  and  equivocal,  Fob.  20, 

1778. 
From  Franklin  and  Deane,    Explaining  tiioir  posttion,  Fob.  27,  1778. 

(See  Franklin  and  Veane  to  A.  Lee,  sanio  date.) 
To  Commitnioncre,    Supposed  promiso  of  Spanish  loan,  Fob.  28, 177H. 
From  Franklin,    Explaining  difllcnltios  as  to  opportunities  for  luttora,  Mar.  17, 

ITTH. 
To  Franklin,    Ills  reception  in  Spain  still  postponed,  Mar.  27,  1778. 
To  Franklin  and  Deane,    Calls  for  sottlomcut  of  accounts.  Mar.  31,  1778. 
From  Franklin,    In  reply,  Apr.  1,  1778. 

(See  Franklin  to  A,  Lee,  same  date.) 
From  Gardoqni  f  Co,,  Apr.  1,  1778. 

(See  Oardoqni  f  Co,  to  A,  Lee,  same  date.) 
To  Gerard,    Giving  letters  of  intniduction,  Apr.  1, 1778. 
From  Gerard,    Acknowledging,  etc.,  Apr.  J,  1778. 
(See  Gerard  to  A,  Lee,  aamo date.) 
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Tu  I'Vanklin,    Complaining  of  having  Qoranrs  departaro  ooncoaled  fVom  bini  iind 

also  of  other  concealnionts,  Ai)r.  2,  1778. 
To  Congress.     Complaints  of  Doane's  accounts,  Apr.  5,  1778. 
From  Fiauklin,  Apr. 6,  1778. 

(Soo  Franklin  to  A,  LcCf  samo  date.) 
To  Committee.     CouqdatnH  of  hcing  niisiuformod  of  Deanc's  departure  and  wndtf 

copies  of  nicniorial  to  Ilollandy  Apr.  8,  1778. 
To  Commit  tec.    Complaining  of  destruction  of  his  letters  and  conspiracy  against 

him,  Apr.  14,  177a 
To  I'ergeunes.     Warning  against  Ilartloy,  Apr.  24, 1778. 
From  Fcrgenncs.    Reply  to  foregoing,  Apr.  24, 1778. 

(Sco  Vtrgcnnes  to  A.  Xef,  same  date.) 
To  Commissioncrn  and  Committee,     Complains  that  Bancroft  is  a  stock-jobber  an  I 

communicates  tnrormation  to  England,  Apr.  2G,  1778. 
To  Committee.    Suspects  Folger,  Carmichael,  and  Deane,  May  i),  1778. 
From  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs^  May  14,  1778. 

(Sco  R.  IT.  Tje4i  ct  al.  to  A.  Lee^  same  date.) 
From  Izard,  May  18,  1778. 

(Sue  Izard  to  A,  Lee,  same  dato.) 
To  Committee.    As  to  forwarding  goods;  complains  of  Franklin's  and  Willtaui's 

iiiiscondnct.  May  20,  1778. 
To  Committee.     As  to  forwarding  goods,  May  23,  1778. 
To  Izard.    Criticises  treaty  of  alliance.  May  23, 1778. 
To  Committee.     Complains  of  his  colleagues;  censure  of  Deane,  Williams,  and 

Franklin,  Juno  1,  1778. 
To  Dumas.     Hellcctious  on  French  fleet;  views  as  to  Holland,  June  4,  1778. 
To  Committee.     Foreign  prospects;  criticises  Williams,  June  D,  1778. 
To  Vtrgcnncs.     Acknowledges  explanations  as  to  twelfth  article  of  commercial 

treaty,  June  14,  1778. 
To  Committee.     Infornmtion  as  to  £nn>pean  movements,  June  15,  July  1,  1778. 
To  Florida  lUanca.     As  to  loan,  Jnly  18,  1778. 

To  Committee.     Comments  on  pending  negotiations,  July  28,  29,  1778. 
To  Commiitcr.     Notices  charges  ngaiust  Thornton,  and  states  thit  his  colleagues 

give  inforumtion  to  stock-jobbers,  Aug.  7,1778. 
From  Cardyqni.     Saying  he  can  not  get  money  in  Spain,  Aug.  13,  1778. 
From  Cardoqiiit  Aug.  20,  1778. 

(Seo  (iardoqni  io  A.  Lev,  same  date.) 
To  Commisnioners.     lOuropean  politics,  Aug.  21,  31,  1778. 
To  (iardoqni.     ProHses  for  money  and  treaty,  Ang.  27,  Sept.  1,  1778. 
To  Congress.     Annonnces  remittnnciw;  criticises  accounts  of  J.  Williams;  has 

diAMilBsed  Major  Thornton;  appointed  Hezekiah  Ford  in  his  place,  Sept.  U, 

177H.     (Soo  same  to  same,  Sept.  30,  1778.) 
From  (iardoqni.     Asks  what  svenrity  he  can  give  for  loan,  Sept.  28,  1778, 

(Seo  (iardoqni  to  A.  Lee,  same  date.) 
To  (iardoqni.     Coinpl.'iiiiH  that  Vorgcnues'  charges  against  him  are  undeserved  ; 

eonipIaiuH  that  Spain  will  not  treat,  Oct.  0,  1778. 
To  Adams.     Oders  a  room  in  his  house  for  legation  papers  and  business,  Oct.  0, 

1778. 
From  Adams.    This  ofVer  declined,  and  Leo  invited  to  dwell   with  the  other 

comnii.s.sionerH,  Oct.  10,  1778. 
To  V'ergcnne*.     Urges  Vergennes  to  pro^s  Spain  to  treat  with  the  United  States, 

Oct.  12,  1778. 
To  Adams.     Declines  to  nmve  to  Passy,  b -t  invites  legation  to  his  own  house. 

Qct.  12,  1778. 
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From  F«rf  fKJMi.    Advislug  him  not  to  ftnm  matten  In  Mail  rid,  Oet.  17, 1778. 
T6  SehmUmhtrg,    Complaining  of  bis  lieing  ohiHited  an  to  pnrohaaa  of  amia  In 

Pnunia,  Oot.  911,  177a 
Frmn  rergenmn,  Oel.  94,  177a 

(See  Fergemitm  to  A.  Lte,  tame  date.) 
To  Commiil^e.    At  to  foreign  aflTaini,  Not.  4,  15,  1778. 
To  C^mmiUm,    Qiflng  eironoone  information  aa  to  proiioeed  Britiah  oarapaign. 

Not.  85, 177a    (See  Intiodnction,  H  150/.) 
To  OmrdoqnL    Difflcnlty  In  obtaining  fnude  for  purchases  in  Spain,  Deo.  4, 177a 
To  C^mmUtm.    Views  at  to  European  affairs,  Deo.  5, 177a 
T6  Fi^ridm  lUaaot.    On  British  emeltiee.  Dee.  17, 177a 

To  MmUmkm^.    Deibetive  Prussian  supplies;  British  barbarities,  Doe.  85,  1778. 
To  FlorkU  Blawsa.    British  barbarities.  Dee.  87, 177a 

To  Feyysaaet.    Beportt  appUeation  of  fierlcenhont  for  an  iutorTietr,  Jan.  3,  1779, 
(Veigennesrepliesthat  It  is  inexpedient.  Ver^nnM  to  A,  Lee,  Jan.  4, 1779 ;  A,  Lee 

to  CfommUim,  Jan.  5,  1779.    See  Introduction,  i  804.) 
To  CssiwiKss.    Views  at  to  European  aflairs  and  criticisms  on  his  colleagues, 

Jan.  6, 1779. 
From  CmmmiUee,  Jan.  6,  1779. 

(See  Lee  to  CSssuaillsfl,  same  date.) 
To  BerkemkouL    Saying  that  independence  Is  a  oonditlon  of  peace,  Jan.  7, 1779. 
From  rsfffaasi,  Jan.  7,  1779. 

(See  Ver§emuee  to  A,  Lee,  same  date.) 
To  Ferfemuee,    Informing  him  of  this,  Jan.  8,  1779. 
From  Fsrfsaast.    Beply,  Jan.  10,  1779. 
To  Gsatsiilltt.    Disonming  European  affairs,  Jan.  15,  1779. 
From  iVici^  Jan.  18, 1779. 

(SeaiVies  to  A*  Xst,  same  date.) 
Defende<l  by  Adams.    Adams  to  Vergemnee,  Feb.  11,  1779. 
From  Verffiunee,  Feb.  15, 1779. 

(See  Vergennee  to  Jjee,  same  date.) 
His  iutcrforonce  causes  failure  in  purchases  for  Virginia.    Franklin  to  Uenrg,  Fob. 

16,  1779. 
To  Franklin.    Denouncing  Doauo,  Fob.  18,  1779. 
From  Franklin,    Calling  for  pApore,  Fob.  18,  1779. 

(8oe  FraNii;7ia  to  Lee^  sanio  datA.) 
Charges  against,  disciinsed  bj.     Adamn  to  Lordly  Fob.  20,  1779. 
Franklin,     In  reply  to  Leo's  call,  etc.,  Fob.  21,  1779. 

To  Congreee,    Complaining  of  Franklin,  Doan<r,  and  Williams,  Fob.  25,  Mar.  7, 1779. 
From  Franklin,    Replying  asi  to  papora  and  calling  ou  hitn  tu  substantiato  Iiim 

cimrgos  against  Williams,  Mar.  13,  1779, 
To  Franklin.    In  reply,  Mar.  19,  1779. 
From  Franklin.    (Two  letters),  Mar.  27,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  A,  Lee,  sanio  dato.) 
Asto  difllcuUies  from  ropndiatiou  of  contnict  with  Acosta.     Franklin  to  JV.  LcCf 

Apr.  2,  1779. 
To  Congreea.    As  to  expecte^l  raid  on  Connecticut  Rtvor,  A])r.  (>,  177U.    (8oe  In- 
troduction, i  151.) 
Difliculties  as  to  his  purchase  of  stores.     Franklin  io  Johnson,  Apr.  8,  1779. 
Fails  to  sustain  his  case  against  Williams.     Franklin  to  ll'iUiams,  Apr.  8,  1779. 
Action  of  Congress  as  to  his  rocall ;  States  equally  divided,  May  'A,  1779. 
To  CemmiUee,    Discusses  alTaii-s  in  Euroi»o,  Apr.  22,  May  21,  1778. 
To  Committee.    As  to  Putrio's  cbargos,  Apr.  1(>,  20,  1779. 
Managed  the  Spanish  loan  by  himsoir.    Franklin  to  Coinmillec,  May  2r>,  W% 
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To  Congress,     Uusigiinttoii  of  coiiiiuiHsioiii  May  31,  1771). 

To  Congress,    Fraukliii  doos  uot  reply  to  his  attacks.    Frankliti  to  Lotellf  Jodq  2, 

1779. 
Solids  iiiciiiorial  to  liacliu,  Juno  G,  17 7U. 
To  Aranda  for  roiirl  of  tSpnin,    Giving  tulvicoi  Juno  C,  1779. 
Writ()8  to  Adani8  for  »  certiliciito  as  to  his  character,  J uuo  8,  aud  Adoios^  reply, 

Jiiuo  9,  1779. 
From  Lordly  Juno  13,  1779. 

(See  Lovcll  to  Lee,  Biwtio  date.) 
Lovcirs  viowH  OH  to.     lA)vell  to  lUlamSj  Juno  13,  1779. 
To  Commiltcc.    Reports  Spain's  declaration  of  war,  Juno  21,  1779. 
To  b'lorUla  IHanca,    As  to  Spain's  action,  Jnce  0,27,  1779. 
From  Florlila  lUanca,  Aug.  G,  1779. 

(See  Florida  Jilanc-a  to  LeCy  same  date.) 
To  Franklin,    As  to  applying  to  Vorgenuos  to  address  court  of  Spain,  Aug.  14, 1779. 
To  Commitlve.    As  t^)  foreign  affairs,  Aug.  10,24,  1779. 
To  Committee.    Asks  to  be  hoanl,  Sept.  10,  1779. 

To  Congress.     Protests  against  action  of  CongrcsH  in  relation  to.  Sept.  19,  1779. 
Succeeded  by  Jay.     ProceiMliugs  of  Congress,  Sept.  27,  1779.    LoveH  to  Adams, 

Sept.  27,  1779. 
From  Franklin.    His  return  to  America  advised  by  Franklin,  Sept.  30, 1770. 
To  Committee.    Announces  Rodney's  movements  and  complains  of  Franklin's  re- 
fusing bim  funds,  Oct.  13,  1779. 
From  TjOVcU.    Advising  him  of  his  recall,  Oct.  13,  1779. 
To  Committee.     Fnglihb  politic-^,  Oct.  21,  1779. 
To  Committee.     IiiHtruetions  and  salary  nsked;  plans  of  tho  French;  affairs  in 

Great  Britain;  SpuuiKb  ultiiuatuin;  English  manifesto,  Nov.  G,  1779. 
To  Congress.     CbangcH  in  British  ministry;  Franklin's  refusal  to  furnish  money, 

Nov.  30,  Doc.  8,  1779. 
To  Committee.     Remains  till  Jay's  arrival,  Dec.  25,  1779. 
To  Congress.     Takes  leave  of  French  court;  announces  a  British  ox|)oditiou  io 

take  ]i1aee  in  two  months  for  Boston,  Jan.  19,  1780. 
From  Jay,  Jan.  20,  1780. 

(See  Jag  to  A.  Lee,  same  date.) 
To  Adams.     Not  acceptable,  according  toCarmichael,  to  France,  Mar.  15,  1780. 
To  Jag.    Recommends  Oardo(iui,  and  speaks  well  of  Spain,  Mar.  17,  1780. 
From  Adamsj  Mar.  31,  175^0. 

(See  Adams  to  A.  LcCf  same  date.) 
His  hostility  to  Franklin  unon  his  taking  leave.     Fran ArZin  to  Carmichaelf  Mar. 

31,  1780. 

Denounce.H  and  challenges  Gerard  for  advising  his  removal.     lutroductiou,  $$ 
145/. 

From  Adams,  May  25, 1780. 
(S<!e  Adams  to  A.  Lee,  same  date.) 

His  conduct  on  the  Alliance  may  justify  refusing  bim  p:u»age.     lyanklin  to  Jones, 
Juno  17,  1780. 

Hostility  to  Paul  Jones.     Jones  to  Franklin,  June  27,  1780. 

To  Congress.     Has  arrived  in  Philadelphia  and  desires  to  bo  heard  if  there  bo  any 
charge  against  hiu),  Oct.  7,  1780. 

To  Congress.     Refers  to  foreign  atlairs  and  tho  unlikelihood  of  obtaining  ade- 
quate loans  and  makes  a  bitter  attack  on  Franklin,  Dec.  4,  1780. 

His  uneonciliatory  course  to  France.     Vergcnnes  to  Lnzerne,  Feb.  14,  1781. 

His  intriguer  against  Wushingtou  aud  FrankUu.  '  CarmiQhael  to  rranklin,  Feb. 
28,  1781. 
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His  oooUtiot  ill  itMipoct  to  tlie  sailing  of  tlio  Allianoe  in  Juuo,  1780.    Janm  to  Jd» 

wUrmltg  Committee^  Mar.  13,  178t. 
Coutiiiuod  assaults  on  Franlcliu.     O,  Morris  to  Franklm,  Sept.  2Sf  I78i. 
ViowH  of,  as  to  courso  of  nogotiations  in  Paris  in  se|mrattug  from  Franco  (givou 

iu  AfadUoH^B  report  of  d^ateSf  under  date  of  Mar.  18,  19,  1783). 
Lkr,  Captain — 

Proooedings  against,  for  piracy,  at  Madrid.     Deane  to  Committee,  Oct.  17,  177C. 
lUsleasod  by  Spain.     Deane  to  Committee,  Nov.  27,  177(>. 
Lkk,  Charlks— 

Consulted  by  Franklin,  Feb.  11,  1776.     (See  Franklin  to  C  7^0e,  same  date.) 

Ills  relation  to  R.  H.  Lee  and  his  subsequent  disloyalty.    Introduction,  H  10, 11 ; 

note  to  Franklin  to  Lee,  Feb.  11,  1776. 
Lkr,  R.  H."— 

Hisantipatby  to  Franklin ;  his  symxiatby  with  S.  Adams.    Introduction,  H  11, 14/, 

Ubff. 
Alleged  oabal  against  Washington.    Introil notion,  ^1. 
Iteferred  to  iu  Loe-Coldon  oorrospondenoe  under  date  of  Fob.  13,  1776. 
His  attendauoe  In  Congress.    Harrieon  to  Morris,  June  8,  1778- 
From  Adame,  Ang.  5, 1778. 
(See  Adame  to  Lee,  same  date.) 
Xui,  T.  8.— 

To  Livingston,    As  to  Maryland,  Apr.  19, 1782. 
Xjw,  William— 

His  diplomatio  appoiutmeuts.     Introduction,   ${19,178. 

His  English  political  associations.    Ibid.,  $  175. 

His  diplomatio  posts.    Ibid,,  i  176. 

His  commercial  appointments.    Ibid,,  $  177. 

Charged  with  disclosing  diplomatic  secrets  and  proposed  duel.    Ibid,,  i  177. 

To  Dumas.    Condition  of  English  politics;  Amortcans  supposed  to  bo  iu  want  of 

arms,  Sept.  10, 177G. 
Visit  to  Germany.     A,  Lee  to  Congress,  Apr.  2, 1777. 
From  Congress,   Instructions  as  minister  to  Gorniivny,  July  1,  1777. 

(See  Congress  (Hancock)  to  IK.  Lee,  same  date.  ) 
To  Committee.    Acknowledges  receipt  of  commission  to  Berlin  and  Vieuua,  Oct. 

7,  1777. 
To  Thomson.  Acknowledging  his  commission,  Nov.  24, 1777. 
Prussia  will  not  receive  him.    Schnlcnberg  to  A.  Lee,  Nov.  28,  1777. 

(See  A,  Lee  to  Schulenberg,  Doc.  1 1, 1777.) 
To  Thomson.   Saying  ho  proposes  to  go  to  Vicuna  as  minister,  and  that  Prussia  is 

favorable,  Dec.  18, 1777. 
To  Congress.  As  to  good  efTects  of  Burgoyno's  surrender,  Feb.  7, 1778. 
Furnished  1,000  guineas  for  expenses  of  mission  in  Germany.     Commissioners  to 

Committee,  Feb.  IC,  1778. 
To  Congress.   Enters  on  commercial  agency  on  death  of  Morris.     Commissioners  to 

Committee,  Feb.  28, 1778. 
Accredite<l  both  to  Prussia  and  the  Empire.     Izard  to  Laurens,  Apr.  U,  1778. 
DifBculties  from  his  seizure  of  T.  Morris's  papers.  Franklin  to  Ro^is,  Apr.  26, 1778, 
From  Committee,  May  14, 1778. 

(See  R.  n.  Lee  et  al,  to  JV.  Lee^  same  date. ) 
Recognized  as  commercial  agent,  superseding  Williams,  May  25, 1778. 
Court  at  Vienna  refused  to  receive  him.     Izard  to  Laurens,  .July  25, 1778. 
To  Congress.    Reports  as  to  German  affairs,  Sept.  12,  li),  1778. 
From  Commissioners,    Declining  to  express  opinion  as  to  liis  project  of  treaty  witli 

Holland,  Sept.  26,  1878. 

To  Congress,    Forwards  draught  of  treaty  with  Holland,  Oct.  Vo,  Vll%. 
11   nrvT 
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Lke,  William— Continued. 

Draught  criticised  by  commissioners,  Oct.  16,  1778. 
From  Commitlee  on  Foreign  Affairs^  Oct.  28, 1778 

(See  R.  II.  Lee  and  Lavell  to  IF,  Lee^  same  date.) 
Ucvjocte<l  by  Prussia.     Sohulenberg  to  A,  Lee,  Nov.  28,  1778. 
From  Commission  ere f  Jau.  13,  1779. 

(Soo  l^Yanklin  ct  al.  to  Lee,  same  date.) 
Fraukliu^H  objections  to  paying  salary  of.    Franklin  to  CommitUe,  Jao.  15,  1779. 
To  Committee.    Reports  plan  of  treaty  with  Amsterdam;   oommiasiouen  decline 

paying  his  further  salary,  Fob.  25,  1779. 
To  Committee.    Criticises  Deane,  Mar.  16,  25,  1779. 
To  Congress.    Deftucs  his  position  in  reply  to  Deane,  Mar.  16,  1779. 
From  Franklin,  Apr.  2,  1779. 

(Seo  Franklin  to  W.  Lee,  same  date.) 
Diniculties  as  to  supplies  purchased  by  him.     Franklin  to  Johnson,  Apr.  8, 1879. 
Objections  to  paying  salary  of.     Franklin  to  Commitlee,  May  2G,  1779. 
To  A.  Lee  and  Izard.    Takes  advice  ns  to  his  duty  to  call  on  Prussia  to  acknowl- 
edge indopondonce  of  United  States,  June  22,  1779. 
From  Commit tccon  Foreign  Affairs.    Recalled  from  Vienna  and  Berlin,  July  17, 1779. 

(See  Lovell  lo  Jr.  Lee,  s.ime  date.) 
To  Committee.    Views  as  to  foreign  affairs;  refusal  of  Prussia  to  roceivo  him, 

Sept.  29,  1879. 
To  Adams.    Views  as  to  peace.  Mar.  17,  30,  1780. 
Dimcultics  with  Dumas.    Dumas  to  Congress,  Mar.  21,  1780. 
From  Adams,  Mar.  21,  .1780. 

(See  Adams  to  Lee,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Apr.  2,  1780. 

(See  Adams  to  IV.  Lee,  same  date). 
To  Adams.    Censures  Dumas  and  gives  his  opinion  as  to  French  naval  policy, 

July  H,  1780. 
From  Adams,  July  20,  1780. 

(Soo  Adams  to  IF.  Lee,  same  date.) 
Tu  Congress.    England  will  send  no  more  troops  this  year  to  America ;  importance 
of  expelling  British  from  America  this  campaign ;  secret  iiroposaU  of  peace 
to  France  aud  Spain  by  England,  Feb.  10,  1781. 
To  Committee.    As  to  accounts,  Apr.  12,  1781. 
From  Lovell.    Payment  of  balance  duo,  Sept.  20,  1781. 
Settlement  of  accounts  with.     Livingston  to  Lee,  July  18, 1782 ;  Franklin  to  Morris, 

Aug.  12,  1782. 
To  Secretary  of  Foreign  Affairs  (at  Brussels).     Recommends  that  a  minister  to  the 
Emperor  be  sent  to  reside  at  Brussels,  Mar.  31, 1782.    TSee  Introdnction,  $  177.) 
"Lres  and  Adamses''  opposition  to  Washington.     Introduction,  $  11. 

(See  A.  Lee  to  Coldcn,  Feb.  13,  1776.) 
Lek  Buotiikrb.    Position  of,  in  Congress.     ITan-ison  to  ilforrt*,  June  8,  1778. 

Jay  to  IVashington.     Introduction,  ^  150. 
Lee  a.  and  Izard.     From  Franklin,  Feb.  19,  1780. 

(See  Franklin  to  Lee  aud  Izard,  same  d.ite.) 
Legation  papers.    Discussion  as  to  right  to.    (See  Franklin  to  A,  Lee.) 
Letters — 

Foreign,  during  Revolution;  dilBculty  in  transmitting.    Introduction,  $  ICT). 
Opened  by  foreign  governments.     Introduction,  $  105. 

Dinicutty  ill  receiving  and  transmitting,  by  commissioners  in  Paris.     Commission- 
ers U)  Committee,  Mar.  12,  1777. 
(Soo  Deane  to  Committee,  Nov.  9,  177().) 
Diplomatic,  opened  or  suppressed.    Jay  to  Thomson,  Apr.  29,  1781. 
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loipeetion  of|  wbeo  io  pott.    IHmkUm  to  A^WMf  Not.  7, 1781 ;  Jmif  to  CbiifrsMi 
Oot  13, 18, 178L 


lite  Aiteehmenl  to  WMhlogtoo.    lotrodootloo,  i  11. 
Frnm  /WmMIii,  Agg.  10, 1780. 

(See  fhMHfo  to  X«ipif,  same  elate.) 
From  JPWMJUiii,  Msr.  17, 1781. 
(See  FimnUin  to  X«iHt  el «!.,  mdio  date.) 
UtaBBEAiJSM,  Eogliih— 

£inixntlon  of,  to  the  United  States  before  its  deterioration  ander  Cromwell, 

Charles  II,  and  James  II.    Introdnction,  i  8. 
Leaders  of,  dlllbrenoe  of  opinion  as  to  Revolution.    iM.,  H  :U-38. 
r.iFs,  Thoxas.     Deellnes  to  present  petition  of  Congress  to  King.     JPWin&/?n  to 
noMitii,  Feb.  5, 1775. 


From  FirmwkUm^  XMsas,  and  Xes,  Apr.  26^  1777. 
(See  Frantain  to  iVsto  de  lAma  (twice),  same  date.) 
I'lMOZKN,  A.    To  teeeive  prises  at  Havre  de  Oraee.    CommHiee  to  ComminHontTM^  Oct 

94,1778. 
LipPurooTT's  CASK.    IMofttoa  to  FruMin^  Not.  0, 178^ 
I^mi— Front  JPhmJkUa,  Apr.  0,  1777. 

(See  FiwuWm  to  LUk,  same  date.) 
I'M  VlNOSTOir,  &.  S.— 

His  position  In  rsTolntlonary  politics.    Introdnotion,  %  4. 

His  personal  characteristics.    JfrJil.,  M80#. 

His  objections  to  '<  militia  "  diplomacy.    iftM.,  1 17. 

C hange  worked  by  his  appoi n tment  i n  management  of  foreign  affairs.   / hid, ,  %  103. 

To  Joy.  Speaks  of  their  early  fHondship;  is  coufldeut  of  nltirtiato  British  do- 
feat,  Aug.  96,  1780. 

Appoi nte<l  secretary  for  foreign  affairs,  Aug.  10,  1781. 

Acceptance,  Aug.  85,  1781,  Sept.  23,  1781. 

From  Dana,  Oct.  1,  1781. 
(See  Dana  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 

To  Franklin,  Combination  of  Frenoli  and  Aniorioau  troops,  by  forcetl  marches, 
at  Yorktown;  investment  of  Coniwallis;  British  ilcot  was  defoaiod  in  Chesa- 
peake Bay  in  attempt  to  relieve  him ;  bosirgore  openc<l  tlicir  batteries  on  Oc- 
tober 7,  and  began  their  second  parallel  on  tlic  11th;  Hailing  of  fleet  mid 
troops  from  New  York  to  relieve  Cornwallis;  success  of  General  Qrocuo; 
anxiety  to  hear  from  Europe,  Oct.  20,  1781. 

To  Oretne,    Congratnlating  on  his  Southern  snoceiiHOii,  Oct.  20,  1781. 

To  />aifa.    Cornwallis'  surrender;  action  of  French  fleet,  Oct.  22,  17dl. 

To  C/iMlos,  Governor,  Oct.  22,  1781. 

To  Adam$,    Cornwallis'  surrentlcr ;  Holland  politics,  Oct.  23,  1781. 

To  Lnzeme,    Congratulations  on  Coru wains'  surrender,  Oct.  21,  1781. 

To  Franklin,    Opposes  accepting  Franklin's  resignation,  Oct.  21,  1871. 

Vroni  Lnzeme,  Oct.  85.  1781. 
(Sec  Lnzerna  to  Livingatonf  same  date.) 

To  Jay.  The  true  policy  of  the  allies  is  the  defeat  of  Britain  in  America,  and 
to'  this  they  should  contribute  their  funds,  Nov.  1,  1781. 

To  Jay.  Superior  economy  in  the  provisioning  armies  in  Anioricn;  a  campaign 
against  the  enemy  here  costs  far  loss  than  a  campaign  elsewhere ;  Spain  should 
be  urged  to  send  her  forces  here,  and  also  contribute  funds  as  her  best  way 
to  success,  Nov.  1,  1781. 

To  Luzerne,  Congratulations;  ])rcsent  to  Do  Grasso  of  two  pieces  of  liQUVotOi- 
nance  taken  at  Yorktown,  Nov.  2,  178L 

To  Cangru9,    As  to  form  of  corroHpondouco  with  France,  Nov.  6,  1781. 
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Livingston,  R.  R.— Contiimwl. 
From  A  damn  ^  Msir.  11, 1782. 

(Seo  Adams  to  Liriff/7«fo)»,  samo  dato.) 
From  Adavm,  Mar.  1J>,  1782. 

(Si!e  Adams  t-o  Ltrnii/^/on, same  date.) 
From  Jhtmaa,  Mar.  29, 1782. 

(Soo  Dumas  to  TAvingsion,%9kn\Q  date.) 
From  />a  Faifcltr,  Miir.  30, 1782. 

(Sco  Jai  Faifclte  to  fAriHgston,8a,me  dato.) 
From  Dana,  Mar.  30, 1782. 

(8oe  Dana  to  JAringston,  fiamo  dato.) 
From  Franklin,  Mar.  30, 1782. 

(Seo  Franklin  to  /JmNi^«toii,  name  date.) 
From  Dumas,  Apr.  4, 1782. 

(Soo  Dumas  to  //irin^^fon, aamo  dato.) 
From  Franklin,  Apr.  H,  1782. 

(Sco  l^Vanklin  to  At pi»i<7«(oN,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Apr.  12, 1782. 

(Soo  Franklin  to  Lirift<7«/oM, same  date.) 
From  Carmichael,  Apr.  14, 1782. 

(Sco  Carmichael  to  Livingston,  same  dato  ) 
From  Luzerne,  Apr.  17, 1782. 

(Soo  Luzerne  to  LiviN^^foN, same  date.) 
To  i'dit^  Jones.    Complaiuiiig  of  liis  course,  Apr.  17, 1782. 
From  r.  S,  Lee,  Apr.  19, 17^■2. 

(See  T,  S.  Ijce  to  Livingston fBSimo  date.) 
From  Adams,  Apr.  19, 1782.   " 

(Seo  Adams  to  Livingston,  samo  date.) 
From  Adatns,  Apr.  22, 1782. 

(See  Adams  to  Livingston,  B&me  date.) 
From  Adams,  Ai)r.  23, 1782. 

rSoo  Adams  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Morris  (two  letters),  Apr.  27, 178*2. 

(See  Morris  to  LiriNf/«toN,8aiiie  date.) 
To  Jaif.    Complaining  of  course  of  Spain,  Apr.  27, 1782. 
From  Jay,  Apr.  28,  1782. 

{Soo  Jay  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
To  Jay,     Present  military  strength  of  America,  Apr,  2^,  1782. 
To  Carmichael.    Condition  of  domestic  affairs,  May  1, 1782. 
To  Oorcrnors  of  States.     Dangers  and  dishonor  of  a  sex>arate  peace,  Hay 
From  Luzerne,  May  7,  1782. 

(See  Luzerne  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
To  Congress,    Estimate  of  expenses  of  ministers  abroad,  May  8,  1782 

(Sco  Liringston  to  Mort^,  May  9,  1782.) 
To  Jay.     Political  affairs  in  the  United  States,  May  9,  1782. 
To  Congress,  Suggests  action  as  to  diplomatic  ap[K>intmeutfi,  May  9, 1' 
From  Luzerne,  May  9,  1782. 

(See  Luzerne  to  Liringston,  same  date.) 
From  Thomson,  May  9,  17^. 

(Seo  Tliomson  to  Livingston^  same  date.) 
From  Dumas,  May  10, 1782. 

(See  Dumas  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
To  Dana.    Objection  to  Dana  disclosing  his  powent  at  St.  Petersl 

1782. 
To  Congress,    Importance  of  French  alliance,  May  13,1782. 


IVMi  yiwymii  Jttt.  Sly  1788. 

(dm  Vm§imii§  to  fifitifitoii»  wwaediiti^)',  .. 
Itak  !!<■■'■<,  fWi.  1, 178ii 

(Bm  JLwmmk$  to  ZWi^Hiftwi,  mmn  d»lB,> 
1W  tKup^    CtoiditifNi  «f  potttlaal  sAanf  infunovMMiii  of  ftttAsoes;  MUMto  of 

Wnm  JUk^  Wb.  t,  I79k 

(te  J^  to  JCMiffJlMi  Mme  ^to.) 
T« Cliwgiiwtgwaii.   Utoi  c^Msfetoaoe from  Fnuioe;  oxoliaogo of  jMoooon,  Feb. 

¥nm  ASmm,  Kb.  14|  UBI. 

(8o»  JAmw  to  XA*fiifiiM»  Mme  datob)     - 
WtwmJmjf^  VIeb.  16^  1781. 

(gooifty  to  £lrt«fi»iiy  WMao  d»to.)  ^ 

Fran  lmmrm$f  Fib^  1^  1791. 
.  (8oo  JiiWM  to  JI>*ii|WtoH|  amie  dato.) 
Fran  ^^,  Kbw  1^  iTW. 

(See  Ay  to  XMiftlMiy  MNHM  teto.) 
Fkott  €lnwlu>eJ,  Feb.  18, 1789. 

(See  ikumUhmd  to  Jielefglee,  eome  dftto.) 
T»  Oiiiii'iieie  i/ Stoteii    Ko  peooniory  help  to  be  ozpeeted  fhNn  Holtend  or  SpAio, 
Mid  FhMee  eea  ttet  be  expeeted  to  gnmi  Iwrge  Aitore  Ioaim;  impoHMioe  of 
giettl  eacertioM  bj  ibe  Stotoi}  Feb.  18»  178B. 
FioM  Adrnm,  FMi.  Wi  1789. 

(See  Aimt»  to  IMm§9l0ti,  eeme  dete.) 
To  ArtiM^    CoamenkMitiDi^  liewe,  Fbb.  19, 1789. 

Te  teMTM.   Cteee  of  alleged  illegal  eeisore  by  Amerieitt  prlrafce^n,  Feb.  90, 1782. 
To  (hm§rtm.    OHrtng  enrtenl  iiewe,  Feb.  91, 1789. 
From  Admu,  F6b.  91, 1788. 

(See  Aimmt  to  Hvingsfonf  same  date. ) 
To  Congre$9.    Asks  for  additional  legislation  as  to  Department  of  Foreign  Aflairs, 

Feb.  93,  1789. 
To  Goa^reff.    Reports  plans  for  management  of  department,  Feb.  23, 1782. 
From  JdaiM,  Feb.  97, 1789. 

(See  Aditmt  to  lAvinifBton,  same  date.) 
From  (Uarmiokaely  Feb.  27,  1782. 

(See  Cermlckotfl  to  XAvingsionf  same  date.) 
ToDmia,    Strongth  of  the  United  States  and  olaims  to  foreign  reeogiiition; 
should  not  appear  as  a  soppliant  at  any  foreign  court;  barbarism  of  British 
warfare.  Mar.  2, 1782. 
From  FrMklin,  Mar.  4,  1782. 

(See  F^nkHm  to  LirinfftUmf  same  date.) 
From  Haaa,  Mar.  5, 1782. 

(See  Dana  to  LivingBton,  name  date.) 
To  AdamB,    Finanoial  improvement  of  the  oonntry ;  importonce  of  friendly  re- 
lations with  French  minister  at  The  Hague,  Mar.  5, 1782. 
To  Bendan,    Position  of  pnblio  affairs ;  relations  to  Spain,  Mar.  6, 1782. 
To  Jdy.    Information  as  to  campaign,  Mar.  8, 1782. 
To  Franklin,    Satisfaction  with  Franklin's  views,  Mar.  9, 1782. 
From  Franklin,  Mar.  9, 1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Living8i4m,  same  dato.) 
From  Adawu,  Mar.  10, 1782. 

(See  Admu  to  lleiii^f foa,  same  date. ) 
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Livingston,  R.  R. — Coiitiiiiie<l. 
From  AdaniM^  Mar.  11, 1782. 

(Soo  Adama  to  Lirin{j9ton,Btkmo  dato.) 
From  Adnnm,  Mar.  li>,  1782. 

(Sue  Adanm  to  LinngHton^samQ  date.) 
From  Dnman,  Mar.  29, 1762. 

(See  Damns  to  /Jrinf/Won,  same  dato.) 
From  Jai  Fai/vUe,  Mar.  30, 1782. 

(Sec  La  Faifelte  to  Airiii^«/of», same  dato.) 
From  Dana,  Mar.  30, 1782. 

(Soo  Dana  to  lAringnton^  fiamo  dato.) 
From  Franklin,  Mar.  30, 1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  XiPtiif78(oii,fiarao  dato.) 
From /)Mwm»,  Apr.  4, 1782. 

(Soo  Dnnias  to  Ltrtn^/tfo»t,  aamo  dato.) 
From  Franklin,  Apr.  H,  1782. 

(Soo  Z'VaNA7tn  to  Li  rings  ton,  Bamo  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Apr.  12, 1782. 

(Soo  Franklin  to  Livingston, saiwo  dato.) 
From  Carmichael,  Apr.  14, 1782. 

(See  Carmichael  to  Livingston,  aaino  dato  ) 
From  Luzerne,  Apr.  17, 1762. 

(See  Luzerne  to  Lin'ii<7«foii, same  dato.) 
To  i'aK?  Jones.    Complaining  of  his  course,  Apr.  17, 1782. 
From  T.  S.  Lee,  Apr.  19, 17>^2. 

(See  T.  S,  Iajc  to  Livingston,  BWOiQ  dato.) 
From  Adams,  Apr.  19, 1782.   " 

(Soo  Adams  to  Livingston,  BVLma  date.) 
From  Adams,  Apr.  22, 1782. 

(Sco  Adams  to  Livingston,  B9,mQ  dato.) 
From  Adams,  Apr.  23, 1782. 

rSco  Adams  to  Livingston,  samo  date.) 
From  Morris  (two  letters),  Apr.  27, 1782. 

(Soo  Morris  to  Livingston, nunio  dato.) 
To  ffay.    Complaining  of  course  of  Spain,  Apr.  27, 1782. 
From  Jay,  Apr.  28,  1782. 

{^cc  Jay  to  Livingston,  same  dato.) 
To  Jay.     Present  military  strength  of  America,  Apr,  2^,  1782. 
To  Carmichael.    Condition  of  domestic  alfairs,  May  1, 1782. 
To  (iorcrnors  of  States.     Dangers  and  dishonor  of  a  Bex)arate  peace/May  2,  V 
From  Luzerne,  May  7,  1782. 

(Soo  Luzerne  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
To  Congrcstt.    Estimate  of  ozpenses  of  ministers  abroad,  May  8,  1782 

(Soo  Liringston  to  Morris,  May  9,  1782.) 
To  Jay.     Political  affairs  in  the  IJnitud  States,  M:iy  9,  1782. 
To  Congress,   Suggests  action  ns  to  diplomatic  appointments,  May  9, 1782. 
From  Luzerne,  May  9,  1782. 

(See  Luzerne  to  Livingston,  same  dato.) 
Fn)ni  Thomson,  May  9,  17»?2. 

(See  Tlwmson  to  Livingston^  same  dato.) 
From  Dumas,  May  10, 1782. 

(See  Dumas  to  Livingston,  samo  dato.) 
To  Dana.    Objection  to  Dana  disclosing  his  powers  at  St.  Petersburg,  Ma 

1782. 
To  Congress.     Importance  of  French  alliance,  May  13,1782. 
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Livmoflrnur,  IL  lL--Contlniied. 
Fion  Af >  Maj  14, 1782. 

(8oe  Jmg  to  XMaftlM,  Mmedftto.) 
From  Aimm9,  May  16,  1781 

(8oe  J4mu  to  LIfftefttoiiY  tftme  date.) 
To  //orriioii.     Praooot  polloj  of  Britoiu,  If aj  91, 1783. 

(8oo  U9im§$l0m  to  Admm§f  May  SS.  178^.) 
To»«aftllii.    FIdolUy  to  French  alllaiMe,  May  Si,  1782. 

(8oe  U9ln§§km  to  Oaaa,  same  date. ) 
Fiotn  ITtMliaf  foa,  May  88, 1788. 

(8oe  IFJMMaffoa  to  Zirlaf tlMi  tame  dato.) 
From  TVmmhM,  May  83,  1788. 

(See  lirumhM  to  Zlvlaf  tfoa,  aanio  dato.) 
From  LtUferMf  May  85, 1788. 

'8ee£«MnM  to  Livinfttoa,  aamo  dato.) 
From  XvjenM^  U»f  88, 1788. 

^8ee  £«fifiM  to  lAvUfftUn,  tamo  dato.) 
To  Danm.    Stoem  to  be  laid  on  barbarity  of  Dritisli  warfare.  May  99, 1788. 
To  ^da»f.    Failnre  in  oorreepondonoe ;  continual  ilritith  outrages,  May  30, 17H2. 
To  iVaaftlia.    Fidelity  to  French    alliance;    condition   of  political  allfairs; 

Hnddy'e  ease;   Aag^lVn  eate,  May  30, 1788. 
From  XlMUM,  June  1,  1789. 

(See  DmmM  to  LCriafulea,  aame  date.) 
From  JferHt,  June  7,  1788. 

(See  JferHt  to  XiHaftlea,  same  date.) 
From  Jdaiu,  Jane  9,  1788. 

(See  Jda»t  to  Lleia^f(oa,  same  dato.) 
From  Cmrmiekmd,  June  19, 1788. 

(See  CflraNeJUMl  to  Xitfln^fflea,  Mune  date.) 
To  I^mrnktUL    Sztraordiuary  conduct  of  Deane,  Juno  19, 
From  Adam$f  Jnne  14,  1788. 

(See  Adam$  to  LiviHgston,  same  dato.) 
From  Oreene,  Juno  15,  1789. 

(See  OrecHe  to  lAvingiiOH,  same  dato.) 
iiVom  Adawu,  Jnne  15,  1789. 

(See  Adawu  to  Livingston,  saino  dato. ) 
From  Marri$  (two  letters),  Juuc  20,  178;^. 

(See  MwrU  to  Livingston,  Baino  dato.) 
To  Jag.    Stoto  of  public  affairs,  Juno  2:<,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Franklin,  same  dato.) 
From  ilfarlia,  June  *i4,  1782. 

(See  Martin  to  Livingston,  same  dato. ) 
From  FronkUn,  Juue  95,  1782. 

(See  ^aal^Ua  to  Livingston,  same  dato.) 
From  Jiiy,  Jnne  25,  1782. 

(See  Jag  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  La  Fagotto,  Jiino  95, 1782. 

(See  La  Fagotto  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Juuc  28,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Livingston,  sa*ne  dato.) 
From  Jajf,  Jnne  28, 1782. 

(See  Jag  to  Livingston,  samo  dato.) 
From  Dana,  Jnne  28,  1782. 

(See  Dana  to  Livingston,  samo  dato.) 
From  FraaWa,  Juue  29,  1782. 

(See  FrankUm  to  Livingston,  same  dato.) 

J 
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Livingston,  R.  R.— Contiuuod. 

To  Adams,    As  to  affairs  iu  Holland,  Jnly  4,  1782. 
From  Adama  (two  letters),  July  5,  17d2. 

(Sco  Adams  to  Livingston^  same  date.) 
To  Carmichacl.    As  to  public  affairs  aud  as  to  salaries,  Jnly  6,  1788. 
To  Jay.    As  to  Spanish  remissness  and  as  to  salaries,  July  G,  178*2. 
From  Carmichaclf  Jnly  8,  1782. 

(Sec  Carniichael  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Carmichaelt  Jn\y  22, 1782. 

(See  Carmichael  to  Liviitgston,  same  date.) 
To  Franklin,    Exchange  of  prisoners ;  importance  of  Qshories,  Aug.  9, 1783. 
From  Franklin,  Aug.  12. 1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Dumas,  Aug.  IG,  1782. 

(See  Dumas  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Aug.  18,  1782. 

(See  Adams  to  Livingston,  same  date. 
From  Martin,  Aug.  20, 1782. 

(See  Martin  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Aug.  22,  1782.  , 

(See  Adams  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.    As  to  salaries,  Aug.  23,  1782. 
To  Adams.    Complaining  of  iuattontian ;  importance  of  having  a  West  India 

market ;  evacuation  of  Savannah,  Aug.  29,  178i. 
From  Dana,  Aug.  30,  1782. 

(Soo  Dana  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Sept.  3, 1782. 

(Soo  Franklin  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Sept.  4,  1782. 

(Soo  Adams  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
To  Franklin.    Complaining  of  inattention  of  foreign  ministers;  progress  of  mili- 
tary affairs,  Sept.  .'>,  1782. 
To  Dumas.    As  to  inforuiation  dosirod  and  as  to  evacuation  of  Savannah,  Sept.  5, 

1782. 
From  Dana  [Aug.  2:^],  Sept.  5,  17'^2. 

(Soo  7Mfia  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Adams^  Scpt.O,  1782. 

(Soo  Adams  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Adama,  Sept.  7,  1782. 

(Soo  Adams  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Carmichacl,  Sept.  8,  1782. 

(Sco  Carmichacl  to  Livingston,  same  dato.) 
To  Moore,  Governor  of  Pennsylvania,    As  to  French  purchasers  of  land  in  that 

State,  Sept.  8,  1782. 
To  Congretts.    Anking  for  leave  of  absonco,  Sept.  9,  1782. 
To  Governor  Martin,    As  to  boundarios  of  North  Carolina,  Sept.  9,  1782. 
To  Congress.    Kuconimonding  Damns;  advising  action  as  to  Adams'  purchase  of 

houHO,  Sept.  11,  1782. 
To  Congress.    Giving  information,  Sept.  12,  1782. 
To  Congress.     Recommends  Dumas'  promotion,  Sept.  12,  1782. 
To  Congress.     Rcsiguation  and  oxchango  of  Laurens,  Sept.  12, 1782. 
To  Jay.    British  ackuowlodgmont  of  indopondouce;  importance  of  West  India 

trade;  reason  why  it  should  berotainod,  Sept.  12,  1782. 
To  Governors  of  Slates.    Requestiug  returns,  Sept.  12,  1782. 
To  Carmichael,    Imwtivity  iu  the  military  Cold,  Sept.  12,  1782. 
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IjimiosTOif,  R.  R.— Oontioiied. 

To  IfiiiTft.    Finftocial  troablet.  Sept  18, 1788. 

To  XvJwrM.    As  to  Freooh  parohMeo  of  land  In  PennsylTMilSy  Sept  18, 178^ 
To  Dmwuu.    Affftin  In  Amorio*;  Congms  oaiiBiblo  of  hto  Mrrieco,  Sept  13, 178^ 
To  O^veriun  of  Siaim.    RoporUiig  Adams'  rooeption  as  minister,  Sept  16,  1878. 
ToJiissit.    His  Dntoh  loan  approved;  Damns'  ease;  position  of  Brilisli  and 

Fteneh  navy,  Sept  15^  1789. 
To  Laurtn$.    Advising  him  of  his  retention  as  minister.  Sept  17, 1788. 
From  Admmi  (two  letters),  Sept  17, 1788. 

(See  Jiftfflu  to  lAvim§itom,  same  date.) 
From  JAf,  Sept  18,  1788. 

(See  Jag  to  l^itfls^ftos,  same  date.) 
To  Dosa.    As  to  political  affairs  at  homo,  Sept  18, 1788. 
To  La  FojftUe,    Speoolating  as  to  peaee,  Sept  18, 1788. 
To  FNmkHa.    The  Bogle  sank  and  La  Foaoke  lost.  Sept  Id,  1788. 
From  AiawUf  Sept.  83, 1788. 

(See  Jdamt  to  LMMg$lon,  same  date.) 
From  nana.  Sept  83,  17^8. 

(See  Dana  to  Lhiwgtton,  same  date.) 
Ftom  FiramkHOf  Sept  86^  1788. 

(See  F^nmklin  to  Livitig§ioii,  same  date.) 
From  Lwferme,  Sept  87, 1788. 

(See  Zassms  to  Xlris^ftoa,  same  date.) 
From  Dasuw,  Sept.  87, 1788. 

(See  Dmasf  to  LipingaUmf  same  date.) 
From  Jag,  Sept  88, 1788. 

(See  Jag  to  LMmgeUm,  same  date.) 
From  Datia^  Sept  80, 1788. 

(See  0ssa  to  liviit^tlos,  same  date.) 
From  Carmiehaet,  Sept.  S9,  1782. 

(See  Carmiok€id  to  LIvingBtoHf  same  date.) 
From  Green,  Oct.  2,  1782. 

(See  Oreen  to  LhlngBtonf  samo  date.) 
From  Adams,  Oct.  8,  1782. 

(See  Adams  to  Livingston,  samo  dato.) 
From  Adams,  Oct  12,  1782. 

(See  Adams  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Jag,  Oct  13,  1782. 

(See  Jag  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  i)aMa,  Oct  14, 1782. 

(See  Dana  to  Livingston,  snmo  date.) 
Prom  Franklin,  Oct.  II,  178i. 

(See  Franklin  to  Livingston,  same  dato.) 
From  Carmiekael,  Oct  29, 1782.  ) 

(See  Carmiekael  to  Livingsloti,  same  date.) 
To  Lmeme.    Qiiestioo  as  to  seizure  of  brig  Laetiila,  Oct.  30,  1782. 
From  Adams,  Oct  31, 1762. 

(See  Adams  to  Livingston,  samo  date.) 
Prom  Dana,  Noy.  1, 1782. 

(See  Dana  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
To  La  Fagette,    Prospects  of  campaign,  Nov.  2, 1782.) 
From  Luseme,  Nov.  4, 1782.  # 

(See  Lngeme  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Nov.  6, 1782. 

(See  Adams  to  Livingston,  same  date. ) 
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Livingston,  R.  R. — Continiiofl. 

To  J  dams.     Peace  to  be  iu  coimectton  with  allien,  Nov.  6, 1783. 

To  IJana,    Ho  should  not  as  yet  display  his  pnblic  oharaoter;  no  pMMse  io  bo 

mode  without  France;  ocoonnts,  NoVt7, 1783. 
From  ^yankViH,  Nov.  7, 1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Liringsion,  same  date.  ) 
From  Adams,  Nov.  8, 1782. 

(See  Adams  to  JJciMgsloHf  same  date.  ) 
To  Jjaurcns.    Condition  of  campaign ;  asked  to  Join  in  the  nogotiatioiiS|  Nov.  8. 

1782. 
To  Franklin.     Importance  of  Barbary  treaty;  exchange  of  prlsoDcrs;  Asgill's 

case,  Nov.  9, 1782. 
From  AdamSf  Nov.  11, 17H2. 

(Sco  Adams  to  Liringstonf  same  date. ) 
To  Jefferson.    Appointmunt  of  Jefferson  to  negotiate  a  peaco^  Nov.  13, 1782. 
From  Vnmas,  Nov.  15, 1782. 

(8oo  Dumas  to  JAvingstonf  same  date. ) 
From  Jay,  Nov.  17, 1782. 

(Sco  Jay  to  Livingston,  same  date.  ) 
From  Adams,  Nov.  18, 178*^. 

(Seo  Adams  to  Livingston,  same  date.  ) 
To  Adams.    Joffursou^s  appointment;  Laurens'  resignation  refusc<l ;  contracts 
ratiliiMl  and  returned ;  Asgill  to  bo  reloasud ;  particulars  of  differenoes  be- 
twcon  Holland  and  Denmark  asked,  Nov.  18,  1782. 
From  Dana,  Nov.  18,  1782, 

(Sco  Dana  to  Livingston,  same  date. ) 
From  Adams,  Nov.  21, 1782. 

(Sco  Adams  to  Livingston,  same  date.  ) 
To   Franklin.    JeQbrson's  appointment ;  logwood  trade ;  delay  in  negotiation) 

Nov.  21, 1782. 
To  Jay.    Attachment  of  America  to  Franco.     Nov.  23, 1782. 
From  Jefferson,  Nov.  2(5, 1782. 

(Sco  Jefferson  to  Livingston,  same  date.  ) 
To  Franklin.     Momorials  of  La  Mnrqiio  and  Fabrn  transmitted  to  South  Caro- 
lina; arrest  of  Gillon,  Nov.  27,  1782. 
To  Carmichael.    Progress  of  the  war,  Nov.  28,  1782. 
From  Lnserne,  Nov.  29,  1782. 

(Seo  Luzerne  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.     Resignation  of  oflico ;  proper  salary  to  bo  allowed  to  oflSce,  l^ee. 

2, 1782. 
From  Adams,  Dec.  4, 1782. 

(Sco  Adams  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Doc.  5,  1782. 

(Sco  Franklin  to  Livingston,  Rnmo  date.) 
To  Harrison.     Slowness  of  military  movements,  Dec.  0,  1782. 
To  Congress.    Departure  of  Rocliamboau  and  French  forces,  Dec.  9,  1782. 
From  Carmiehael,  Dec.  10,  17H2. 

(See  Carmiehael  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Lmirnc,  Dec.  11,  I7i?2.  * 

(Sco  Luzerne  to  Liringston,  sanio  date.) 
From  Dumas,  Dec.  12, 1782. 

(See  Dumas  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Jay,  Do.-.  12,  1782. 

(See  Jay  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Commissioners,  Doc.  11, 1782.) 

(See  Adams,  Franklin,  and  Lee  to  Livingston,  samo  date.) 


'^J^ 
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FnMK  .iJflM^  ]>0e.  14,  tiat.  ^    . 

(8m  iMMM  to  XMifilmi  fftiMi  dale.) 
T«  J^  D99.  14,  1788. 

(8ta  J^  to  ZMiffi^iiy  aame  fUfea)  ^  ,r  vt«^     { 

To  GMfTiit.    l^nuMo^tivg  loitora  ff9» Jiij  sad  FfMikll%  DtA.  1%  II8I1 
To  UtaMk    Bffilith  etoeHiee in  war;  okseaeMof  BrilUt OMlMU'fO,  MHlooaMqaont 

■lopiMifaof  Inde;  formatioa  of  SMAooomUIuIIiiim,  Doe^lT,  1789. 
Ff  om  ItaMM,  Doe.  17, 1768. 

(800  Dmmm§  to  LMm§9im^  mm»  dalo.) 
From  OiwiM,  0oe.  10, 17M 

(See  UriiiM  to  LItiiiftfois  Mine  date.) 
ToJldMM.    DUBenUyineeltllnf  ataxifetem;  olNiitiietioiilijriUu>doirtaiid,Doo. 

1%1788. 
To  C$mmUi9$.    DIfflenlttee  ia  negotiaUng  foreign  loan,  Uee.  90, 178^ 
AetkniofCoBi^eMonlileieeigaatioiiy  lX-e«8tf  1III8.    . 
From  XXeaOf  Deoti  81,:  1788^ 

(See  l>aaa  to  XleiNfi/e%  eame  date.) 
To  Ctwfiwi.    Treaty  with  Holland  eigaed,  0ee.  f^  1788. 
To  OoMraerf  i|f  iSlolii.    Inoloeing  oopiea  |of  Oewald'e  oomai Won  aad  anaanuoing 

tieatf  witli  Ht^aad,  Deo.  83, 1788. 
From  IfaHia,  Dee.  83, 1788. 

(8eel^«itota4^M^e%eaniedate»)  .  , 

From  MirmMk^  Dee.  84, 1988.    ~ 

(See  JWmMla  to  Xlvijiitfea,  eame  date.) 
From  DaM,  Dee.  87, 1788. 

(See  Dana  to  XlviiifffoN,  eamo  date.) 
From  UteM,  Dee.  30, 1788. 

(See  Dana  to  Xiviii^ffaiit  eame  date.) 
From  Canmidutel,  Dec.  30, 1782. 

(See  Cunmekael  to  lAvlngaion^  name  dliie.) 
To  CongresM,    ReportiDg  oral  cominuiiicatiou  made  by  French  minister  ae  to  the 

peace  negotiations,  Dec.  30,  1782. 
To  Jag,  Doc.  30,  171^.    (8co  infra,  under  date  of  Jan.  4, 1783.) 
To  ^aei^lia.    Financial  difficulties,  Jan.  2,  1783. 
From  Dana,  Jan.  3,  1783. 

(See  Dana  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
To  Greene,    Qiving  an  account  of  foreign  loans  to  date,  Jan.  4,  1783. 
To  Jay,    Regretting  Jay's  distrust  of  Franco,  whicb  lie  holds  to  be  unwarranted ; 
considers  Vergennes*  courso  to  have  been  fair  aud  governed  by  an  anxious 
desire  for  peace ;  Vcrgennes  himself  has  doclaroil  that  ho  was  determined  not 
to  interfere  between  Spain  and  the  United  States ;  Franco  never  took  ground 
against  US  on  the  fisheries,  though  advisiug  us  not  to  hazard  the  poaco  for 
them ;  attaches  no  consequence  to  the  Marbois  letter,  Jan.  4, 1783.    (In  MSS., 
Department  of  State,  under  date  Dec.  30,  1782.) 
To  FraaJf/ie.     Urgent   necessity   for   further  French  loans;   trade  with  Great 
Britain  to  rest  011  reciprocity;  restoration  of  confiscated  property  impossi- 
ble;  fisheries  shonld  bo  held;   impolicy  and  wrongruluoss  of  distrust  of 
France,  Jan.  G,  1783. 
To  La  Fagetie,    Regrets  the  departure  of  French  troops ;  financial  difficulties, 

Jan.  10,  1783. 
From  Xa^eras,  Jan.  10,  1783. 

(See  LeBtme  to  Livingeion,  same  date.) 
From  Desuw,  Jan.  11,  1783. 
(See  Damae  to  LivingHon,  same  date.) 
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Livingston,  R.  R.— Con  tinned. 
From  Dana,  Jan.  15,  1783. 

(Soo  Dana  to  Livingston^  samo  date.) 
From  Carmichaelf  Jan.  18,  1783. 

(Sco  Carmichacl  to  LivingBton,  samo  dnto.) 
From  Dumas f  Jan.  20,  1783. 

(Sco  Dumas  to  Livingst4mf  same  date. ) 
From  Franklinf  Jan.  21,  1783. 

(Sco  Franklin  to  Lfriii^«toH,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Jan.  22,  1783. 

(Sco  Adams  to  Livingston^  samo  date. ) 
From  Jrfnnis,  Jan.  23,  1783. 

(Sco  Adams  to  LivingstoHf  samo  date.) 
From  Dana,  Jan.  31, 1783. 

(Seo  Dana  to  Livingston,  samo  date.) 
Froni  Xa  Fayette,  Feb.  5,  178:1. 

(Soo  Xa  Fayette  to  Ltrifijra/on,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Fob.  5, 1783. 

(See  J(fafti«  to  Livingston,  samo  date.) 
From  Jefferson,  Feb.  7,  1783. 

(See  Jefferson  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  iMna,  Fob.  10, 1783. 

(Sco  Dana  to  Livingston,  samo  date.) 
To  ^Irlama.    Congratulatory  on  peace;  financial  difficnltios,  Feb.  13, 1783. 
To  Jefferson.     His  departure  no  longer  necessary,  Feb.  14, 18, 1783. 
To  Greene,    As  to  evacuation  of  Charleston,  and  cfTect  of  Britisli  cruelties,  Feb.  14, 

1783. 
From  Carmichael,  Fob.  21 ,  1783. 

(Sco  Carmichael  to  Livingston,  samo  date.) 
From  Dana,  Feb.  25,  1783. 

(Seo  Dana  to  Livingston,  samo  date.) 
To  Congress.    Advising  that  Dana  should  bo  recalled  from  Russia,  Feb.  26, 1783. 
To  Washington.    Qenerally  as  to  poaco.  Fob.  26, 1783. 
From  La  Fa},ctte,  Mar.  2,  1783. 

(Sco  La  Fayette  to  Livingston,  samo  date.) 
From  Adams,  Mar.  2,  1783. 

(Soo  Adams  to  Livingston,  samo  date.) 
From  Dnmas,  Mar.  4,  1783. 

(See  Dumas  to  Livingston,  samo  date.) 
From  Dumas,  Mar.  5,  178*.). 

(Soe  Dumas  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Dana,  Mar.  7,  178:5. 

(See  Dana  to  Livingston,  samo  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Mar.  7,  1783. 

(Sco  Franklin  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Dana,  Mar.  12,  1783. 

(See  Dana  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
To  Greene,    Satisfactory  character  of  the  peace.  Mar.  12,  1783. 
To  Washington,    Analysis  of  the  preliminaries ;  belief  that ''  the  enemy  vrtW  leave 

these  States,''  Mar.  12, 1783. 
From  Carmichael,  Mar.  13,  1783. 

(See  Carmichael  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.    Advises  that  sufllcient  forces  be  sent  to  Southern  States  to  guard 
against  attack  by  Spain  or  England,  Mar.  13,  1783. 
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LnmronoN,  B.  B.— CkmiioMd* 
From  /MfTM^  Ifftr.  18^  ITftl. 

(8oe  lMM9tn»  to  JUvteftloii,  Muno  date.) 
To  GovermontifSUiim.    As  to  poMo,  Mar.  18^  178a. 

To  Comgnn,    Impropriety  of  couctwliiionti  of  prelimiasrlet  from  Fnmoe ;  Frsaoe 
luM  giren  at  no  groaad  of  tuapioioii ;  the  aepM»to  «rtiole  tkould  nt  oiioe 
be  eommiinioated  to  her,  Mar.  18,  1783.  * 
From  Daim,  lUr.  21, 1783.  * 

(See  Ikma  to  lAwk^gHomf  Sftme  d»te.) 
To  CSMfrtM.  Qiving  oomunaiiicatioot  from  Franoli  laiuUter  m  to  Importance  of 
gooi  rolatloQt  with  Spain  and  as  to  preparation  for  oontingeiiey  of  war, 
Mar.  S8, 1783. 
16  Sir  Oug  Carltffoa.    Annonnoiog  rooall  of  Franch  eruieors,  Mar.  SI4, 1783. 

(For  Carleton'e  roply,  aee  letter  of  Mar.  96,  1783.) 
To  ITetMjif  IM.    Annonnoiog  general  poaee,  Mar.  S4, 1783. 
To  Commitilomen,    Treaty  approTod ;  separate  article  oou<lemno«l.  Mar.  85,  17d3. 
From  Qw-ltlea,Mar.96,  1783. 

(See  Curletmi,  to  Liviiif$lon,  same  date.) 
To  FrmMin,    Satisfied  witli  i>caoe,  but  not  with  troatment  of  Franco ;  flnanoial 

difflenlUes,  Mar.  96,  1783: 
From  DssuM,  Mar.  S7, 1783. 

(See  UmBM  to  Xitisffisii,  same  date.) 
From  IH§h$  Mar.  317, 1783. 

(See  Dl§hg  to  i^lsia^flea,  same  date.) 
From  Pflos,  Apr.  4,  1783. 

(See  i^ses  to  tAvingtton,  same  date.) 
From  Gsrisleis  Apr.  6, 1783. 

(See  Cterlslea  to  lAving9lOH,  same  date.) 
From  J€i§t  Apr.  7,  1783. 

(See  Jag  to  Living$toHf  same  date. ) 
To  CougM89,    Aonouncing  cessation  of  arms,  Apr.  10, 1783. 
To  Carletom,    Urging  ezecatioa  of  stipulations  iu  treaty,  Apr.  11, 1783. 
From  Jay,  Apr.  11,  1783. 

(See  Jisy  to  Livingiton,  same  date. ) 
To  fFoihington,    As  to  exchange  of  prisoners  aud  cvocuatiou  of  New  York,  Apr. 

13,  1783. 
To  Digbg.    As  to  restitatiou  of  vessels  talcen  after  peace,  Apr.  1*3,  1783. 
To  GrefNS.    As  to  release  of  prisouers  and  restitution  of  vussols,  Apr.  12,  1783. 
To  Adami,    As  to  salary;  extols  the  oonrso  of  Franco ;  rogrcU  the  Dn  tch  troubles, 

Apr.  14,  1783. 
From  Adamg,  Apr.  14,  1783. 

(See  Adams  to  LivingstoUf  same  date.) 
From  Carldon,  Apr.  14,  1783. 

(See  Carleion  to  Livingnton,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Apr.  15,  1783. 

(See  Franklin  to  Livingaton,  same  date.) 
From  Dana,  Apr.  17,  1783. 

(See  Dana  to  Livingstonf  same  date.) 
From  Dumas,  Apr.  18,  1783. 

(See  Dnwuu  to  Livingston,  same  date. ) 
To  CoBunissioners,     Prolimioarios  of  1782  ratiilcd  before  arrival  of  dofinitivo 

treaty,  except  separate  article,  which  coasod  to  liavo  cflfocl^,  Apr.  21,  178:). 
To  Congress,    Advises  that  treaty  in  Hu^aia  should  qot  bo  purchased  by  fees,  Apr. 
81,1783.    {Beo  Gratnities.) 
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LiviNO«TON,  II.  R.— Coutiinicd. 

From  Jay,  Apr.  22,  1783.  , . 

(Sco  Jay  to  Livingsion^  same  date.) 
From  Dana,  Apr.  22,  1783. 

(Sco  Dana  to  LitingBton,  same  date.) 
From  WaBhington^  April  22,  1783. 

(Soe  WaihUigion  to  LiHngBtan^  same  date.) 
From  Dana,  April  25,  1763. 

(Soo  Dana  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  i^VawWin,  April  27,  1783. 

(See  Franklin  to  Xiviiijjrstoii,  same  date.) 
Fnmi  Luzerne,  April  29,  1783. 

(Sco  Luzerne  to  Livingnton,  same  date.) 
To  Z><iHa.    Directing  his  return  ;  he  han  no  power  to  sign  a  oommoroial  treaty ; 

tho  United  States  give  no  presents  to  foreign  oflflolals.  May  1,  1783. 
To  La  Fayette.    Congratnlations  as  to  peace  and  prospects  of  Spanish  settlement, 

May  1,  17a'J. 
To  Carmichael,    Hopes  of  closer  oonneolion  with  Spain  ;  satisfaction  with  treaty, 

May  7,  1783. 
From  Dumas,  May  8,  1783. 

(Soo  Dutnas  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
To  IT.  Laurens,     With  por mission  to  relnrn  to  tlie  United  States,  May  8,  1783. 
To  Franklin,    Anxious  for  information  as  to  definitive  peace.  May  9,  1783. 
To  Committee  of  Congress,     Can  not  contiuno  to  hold  office  "In  the  presentestab- 
lishmont;''  has  duties  as  chancellor  of  New  York,  and  is  bonod  to  do  more  for 
the  restoration  of  his  private  affairs,  May  9,  1783. 
From  Dana  (two  letters).  May  9,  1783. 

(Soo  Dana  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Dana,  May  13,  1783. 

(Sco  Dana  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Washington,  May  13,  1783. 

(Soo  Washington  \o  Livingston,  vaxneiSiiiie,) 
From  Luzerne,  May  19,  1783. 

(See  Luzerne  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
To  Congress,    As  to  surrender  of  his  papers,  May  21,  1783. 
•  From  Adams,  May  24,  1783. 

(Soe  Adams  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Dumas,  May  25,  1783. 

(Soe  Dumas  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
To  Nourse,    Summary  of  foreign  loans  to  tho  Uuitoil  States,  May  20,  1783. 
To  Dana,     Sending  action  of  Congress,  May  27,  1783. 
To  Commissioners  at  Paris,    As  to  British  violation  of  treaty,  May  28,  1783. 
From  Adams,  May  30,  178:^. 

(See  Adams  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Dana,  May  30,  1783. 

(See  Dana  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
Frt)m  Jay,  May  30,  1783. 

(Soot/ay  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
To  Commissioners.    Complaining  of  want  of  information,  and  giving  action  of  Con- 
gross  as  to  Uritisli  debts,  May  31,  1783. 
To  Franklin.    As  a  last  olllcial  letter,  (isking  him  to  keep  in  mind  certain  an- 

settled  questions,  May  31,  1783. 
From  Jay,  June  1,  1783. 

(See  Jay  to  Livingston,  same  date,  i 


Xmnon'ON,  K.  H.— Coutiuimi. 

To  Caitgren.     Report  niioii  Diiniiw'  loiter  na  to  tlin  iimiinsiriiiriH  of  Jlnllftiiil 
Uiiitoil  SLatM  M  aocoilo  to  »  tronty  of  armoil  noiitrnlity,  Jmia  ^t,  IMl. 
From  rk'intMiB.     RpRrettiag  rosigniUion.  Juno  A,  ITRl. 
To  Thoata'jn.     Placing  tlio  iinpors  in  hia  liuailtt,  J  iiuo  Ti,  17^1. 
rrom  l>ana,  Juno  G,  tTS3. 

(Soo  /litiiii  to  LiviHgilou,  same  ilftte.) 
From  ^rinuu,  Juno  il,  17e:i. 

{Sim  A'lamt  to  Licingrloii,  anme  date,) 
FruHi  FrnHklin,  June  la,  17b:1. 
.  (Spo  Franklin  to  /.itiiw);9Jo»,  same  date.) 
ToJrtj.    CoDgnttuUUuui  upon  tronty  ;  no  iliatiirlmiitM)  in   Now  Yiiik,  Jiii 

IJSt, 
To  CeKgren.    TakliiK  lottvo,  Juuo  14,  1781. 
From  Jdon),  Juno  II),  17B:l. 

(Sco  Adams  to  Lhingiilan,  Mino  (Into.) 
From  Ifann.  Juno  17,  1763. 

(Sdo  Dam  to  LMnffilint ,  naxae  data.) 
From  y^MDuu,  Juno  at),  I7B:i. 

(Soo  y>uM<M  to  LlDiHi/nlou,  wiinn  iliil.n.) 
From  .tdnmi  (two  luttura),  Juno  SI,  KKI. 

<8oe  ^lilnwu  t>  UHngifaH,  eniuo  ilalu.) 
From  D»na\  June  ^^■^,  [ISi. 

{Sea  Dumai  to  LM%igiiton,  samo  ditto. ) 
From  AAamii,  Jiinn  21,  17R:l. 

(Sea  Adamt  to  LfriN^JiloH,  miuo  ilnto.) 
From  Dana,  Jutiu  34,  17ri:l, 
(Sco  Dana  to  /.liiJnfftloii,  sanie  ilntn.) 
y       From  /fiKimt  (two  Intlors),  Jnno  •£!,  178:1. 
'  (Sen  .JrfflHn  to  Ufixgilon,  Ritmn  iliilf-) 


Pmn  Dau,  July  1,  1783. 

(Sea  Da«4  to  UHngttoii,  same  dnta.) 
Fram  Adamt,  Jnly  :i,  1783. 

(See  Adam*  to  lAciagtton,  same  date.) 
Fnm  .^ifaM,  July  7,  17%). 

(8oe  ^dsMt  to  Livingit«»,  samo  date.) 
From  Danm,  Jaly  8,  1783. 

(See  Dana  to  £{viii$«loii,  samo  dat«.) 
FrtHn  Adam*,  Jaly  0,  1733. 

(See  il4aiM  to  XfeingtIoM,  game  ilate.) 
From  Adam*.  Jnly  11,  1783. 

(Soo  Adanu  to  Ziviit^ftoii,  aatae  data.) 
>  Frov  .JilaiiM,  Jaly  13,  1783. 

(See  Adam*  to  JAeingilon,  sanio  ditto.) 
From  Adam*,  Jaly  13, 17S3. 

(Soo  Adamt  to  UNniiitan,  winie  dato.) 
From  Adam*  (tno  letters),  July  14,  ITS). 

(Soo  Adam*  to  i.ittiii>;ra(oii,  Bame  date.) 
From  Adam*,  Jnly  18,  1783. 

(Sco  Adanu  to  UvlngiltM,  name  date.) 
From  Adam*.  Franklin,  and  Jay,  Jnly  18,  1783. 

(See  Adamt,  Pranklln  and  Jay  to  LMngtton,  bh 
From  CarmUiatl,  July  19,  1783. 

(Se«  CorMkftMl  to  lAtiingtlon,  same  date.) 
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Livingston,  R.  R. — Continued. 
From  Jrty,  July  19,  1783. 

(Soo  Jay  to  Livingsion,  RAino  date. 
From  Cannichaclj  July  22,  1783. 

(Soo  Cminhhael  to  JAmng9ton,  saino  duto. 
From  FrankWi,  July  22,  1783. 

(See  Franklin  to  JAvingstoH,  same  date.) 
From  Adams  July  23,  1783. 

(Soo  Adams  to  lAvingslon^  same  date.) 
From  Adanvs,  July  2.'>,  178:j. 

(Sco  Adams  t^  Livingston ^  same  date.) 
From  /)awa,  July  27,  1783. 

(See  Dana  to  Livingston^  same  date.) 
From  Franklinf  Jay,  and  Laurens,  July  27,  1783. 

(See  Fi'ankWit  Jay,  and  Laurens  to  Livingston^  same  date.) 
From  AdamSf  July  28,  17c3. 

(Soo  Adams  to  Livingston ,  same  date.) 
From  Carmichatl  July  29,  1783. 

(Soo  Carmichacl  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  JrfrtiM»,  July  30,  17^3. 

(See  Adams  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  J(fam»,  July  31, 1783.) 

(See  /Ir7/im«  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Aug.  1,  1783. 

(Sco  Adams  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Cannichael,  Aug.  2,  1783. 

(Soo  Carmichacl  to  //triitj/Svon,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Aug.  2,  1783. 

(Sco  Adams  to  Livingston,  samo  date.) 
From  yldaJM«(t\vo  letters),  Aug.  3,  1783. 

(Soo  ^(fama  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  Dana,  Aug.  8,  ITK^. 

(Sco  Dana  to  Livingston,  samo  date.) 
From  Adams,  Aug.  10,  178  J. 

(Sco  Adams  to  Livingston,  samo  dato.) 
From  JffrtHM  (two  letters),  Aug.  13,  1783. 

(Sco  Adams  to  Livingston,  samo  date.) 
From  ^JaiiM,  Aug.  If),  178iJ. 

(Sec  /Ma»iA  to  Livingston,  samo  dato.) 
From  Dana,  Aug.  17,1783. 

(See  /?a»a  to  Livingston,  samo  date.) 
From  Carmichacl^  Aug.  30,  1783. 

(Soo  Carmichacl  to  Livingston,  same  date.) 
From  ./ay,  Sept.  12, 1783. 

(Sco  Jay  to  Livingston,  samo  date.) 
Lloyd  et  al.— 

From  Franitf ill,  Feb.  1, 1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  Lloyd  cl  al,,  same  date.) 
From  Commissioners,  Jan  20,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  et  al.  to  Floyd  et  al.,  same  date.) 
Loans— 

Right  of  neutral  to  make,  to  belligerent.     Introduction,  $  100. 
French,  to  the  United  States  doilned  by  "contract"  of  Feb.  25, 1783.     Ibid,  i  G 
Need  of,  from  France.     Committee  to  Deane,  Oct.  1,  1776;  Dcane  to  Morris,  Sej 
20,  Oct.  1,  1776  J  Carmichacl  to  Committee,  Nov.  2, 177G. 
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X^oAm— CooilBMd. 

How  to  be  nagoiUlad  abrodd.    Dmiit  to  CSMiMilfM,  Doo.  1, 1770. 

Prospoots  of  obUloiog.    0mim  to  OomwUii^Of  Doo.  1, 1770. 

Coa  be  obtftliied  i^>5  per  ooiit.    D$tM»  to  Jmgf  Deo.  3,  1770. 

A.coepted  by  Oougraet.    CommliUy  to  ConmU$lonmmt  Dee.  81,  177B. 

Applle»tloB  to  Fniooe  for.    MtriM  to  OMimlMloMri,  Jmi.  14. 1777. 

Freoehy  to  the  Uolted  8t»tee  on  Jea.  17, 1777 ;  Franklio's  memormiidaiii  m  to,  In 

note  to  letter  ot  Jnn.  17, 1777.    GtawnillM  to  CbrnmlMioiMrt,  Feb.  10,  Oct.  0,. 

1777 ;  G^MMiMioMTf  to  CQmmkU9$,  liar.  19,  Dot  7,  Not.  SIO,  Dee.  18, 1770.    (See 

IntrodnoUon,  f  f  04/.) 
To  the  United  Stntee  good  for  foreign  InTeotoro.    FtwMlm^%  P^p^t  of  Aug.  —,1777. 
Progress  of.  In  Fhuiee.     CmmmlaaUmm^  to  Osauniflsi^  Oct.  7, 1777. 
Aetlon  of  Congress  oiging  importnnee  o^  Dee.  8, 3, 1777. 
Inereosed  libenlity  of  Fnmoe.    09mml$thn§r$  to  CSssiMlMes,  Dee.  13, 1777.    (See 

iVWMf.) 

In  Spnin  not  praetloable.    Omri^fui  to  A.  Lee,  Ang.  13, 1778.    (See  Spain,) 

From  Fmnee;  Importnneeof  kNMis  nrged.  OssMtlMfesert  to  Vergemneet  Ang.  80, 177d. 

Difflenlties  in  obtelnlng.    FrmMim  to  OssiMiMst,  Mny  90,  1779. 

Promised  by  Spnin.    GstjuMmI  to  OemMMm^  Jno.  4,  1781. 

Not  obtnlnnble  In  HoUnad.    Aimme  to  Grafrsif,  Jnn.  4,  1781 ;  ewKne  to  tasie,  Jnue 

14, 16, 1781 ;  Aimm  to  JWwMIs,  Apr.  87,  1781. 
PsrtliOly  promised  by  Spnln  to  Jny  to  meet  bills.    OstmMmI  to  OommiUee.  Jnn. 

80,  1781. 
Cnn  not  be  raised  in  Bossln.    Dam  to  Cemm^flee^  F^b.  10, 1781. 
More  hopes  In  Hdlliuid.    ^desu  to  Ceupwef  Ftob.  16, 1781. 
Aet4ou  of  (Songrsss  ns  to  npproprintion  for,  Sept.  14, 1789. 
From  nbroed ;  sumnmry of .   LivingBton  to  C^reuM,  Jmi.  4, 1733 ;  ^sbtfstos  toiTosris, 
May  80;  1783.    (See  FrmUOia,  Marrle.) 
^^K> A2i-omcB  CBBTiFiCATM  NOT  RBPUDiATioir.    ^flsmf  to  Ferffeane$f  June  89, 80,  July 

1, 1700;  Verfeawm  to  Aimme^  Jnne  90, 1780. 
^^•oan  OPF1CBB8  OP  TiiB  Statbs.    From  Morrie,  Oct  13,  1781. 
(8eo  Aferri$  to  Lean  Ofietr;  same  date.) 
MBN  its.    His  Tiews  as  to  Beaumarobais.    lutroduotion,  ($  59, 01, 62, 07, 08. 
OWOOD.    Importance  of  trade,    //iriii^ttoa  to  FrasMiJt,  Sept.  3,  1783. 
^^GCiiAMP'8  0A8B.    Report  of  a  coiiimitteo  of  Congress  as  to,  Mny  29, 1784. 
Ndon.    Negotiations  by  Franlilin  in  1775.    FrankUn*$  narratioet  Mar.  25,  1775. 
itD  IIowB,  frigate.    Ss.le  of,  as  prize.  Florida  Blanca  to  Carinichael,  Oct.  14,  1782. 
^OST  MiLUON.''   DiscuBsioD  as  to.    Introduction,  $  62. 
CIS  XV.    Policy  of,  to  America.    I  hid.,  $  36. 
U|8  XVI— 
Hesitation  of,  as  to  French  interference ;  his  cabinet.     Introdnction,  $  37. 
His  personal  kindliness  and  worth.    Ibid,,  $  43. 

Letter  to  King  of  Spain  annonnciog  treaties  with  America.    1  hid.,  $  47. 
Parting  tribute  to  Franklin.     Ibid.,  «  128. 
From  Verffeanee,    Askod  to  approve  supply  of  fuuds  to  America,  May  2,  1776. 

(See  Verffeanee  to  LouU  XVI,  same  date.)  « 

To  Charlee  IIL    Asking  him  to  Join  in  acknowledging  America,  Jan.  8,  1778. 
Presentation  of  oommissioners  to.    Oerard  to  Commi$iioneri,  Mar.  17,  1778. 
Presents  his  portrait  to  Silas  Deane.     Vergennee  to  Deane,  Mar.  26,  1778. 
To  Coagreee.    Announces  sailing  of  D'Estalng's  fleet  (see,  also,  Introduction, 

♦♦37/).    Mar.  26, 1778. 
Picture  of,  asked  by  commissioners,  Not.  12,  1778. 
Qood  qualities  ot    Franklin  to  Congreti,  Ang.  7, 1780. 
From  Cengreee,  Not.  82, 1780. 
(See  Cengreee  (SunHngton)  to  King  of  France,  same  date.) 
12  WH 


«« 
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Louis  XVI—CoDtinned. 

To  CongresB,    As  to  his  oontinaed  aid.  Mar.  10, 1781.  -       .  % 

From  CongresB,  Jnne  1,  1781. 

(Soe  Congre9$  lo  King  of  France,  samo  date.)  • 

From  Congrets,  Oct.  18,  1781. 

(See  Congress  (MoKean)  to  the  King,  same  date.) 
From  Congress,  Not.  29,  1781. 

(See  Congress  {Hanson)  to  the  King  of  France,  same  date.) 
From  Congress,  Jane  13,  1782. 

(See  Congress  to  King  ofFranoe,  same  dat«.) 
From  Congress,  Apr.  16,  1784. 
(See  Congress  to  King  of  France,  samo  date.) 
Louis  XVI  and  Marir  Antoinbttb.    Arrival  of  portraits  of.    LuMsme  to  Cons 

Apr.  6,  1784 ;  Congress  to  King  of  France,  Apr.  16,  1784. 
Louis  Philippb.    Settlement  of  Beaumarcliais'  claim.    Introdnctioti,  f  71. 

LOVRLL — 

As  committee  of  correspondence.    (See  CommiUee.) 

His  opposition  to  Washington.    Introduction,  $  11. 

His  opposition  to  Franklin.    Ibid.,  $  146. 

To  Washington,  as  to  Coudray  and  other  French  officers,  July  24,  1777. 

From  Franklin,  Oct.  17,  1777. 

(See  Franklin  to  LoveU,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Dec.  21,  1777. 

(See  Franklin  to  Lorell,  same  date. ) 
To  Commissioners,    Failure  of  correspondence,  Apr.  30, 1778. 
From  Morris,  May  2,  1778. 

(See  Aforris  to  Lorell,  same  date.) 
To  Franklin.    Evacuation  of  Philadelphia ;  acknowledging  papers,  June 20, 1778. 
From  s4dam8,  July  9,  1778. 

(See  Adams  to  Lovf.ll,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  July  22,  1778. 

(See  Franklin  to  Lovell,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  July  26,  1778. 

(Soe  Adams  to  Lovell,  same  date.) 
To  Franklin.    As  to  currency,  Dec.  8,  1778. 
To  Franklin.    Political  prospects,  Jan.  29,  1779. 
From  Adams,  Fob.  20,  1779. 

(See  Adams  to  Loccll,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Juno  2,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  Lovell,  samo  date.) 
To  A.  Lee.    Reporting  action  as  to  Leo's  recall  and  on  the  cases  of  Deano  and 
Izard  ;  conmiittoo  of  foreign  alfairs  broken  up,  Lovell  alone  remaining  ;  op- 
position to  A.  Lee,  Juno  1:1,  1779. 
To  Adams.    Report  of  congressional  action  as  to  ministers  at  Paris,  Juno  13, 1779. 
To  Franklin.     As  to  raid  in  Connecticut,  and  diplomatic  arrangement,  July  16, 

1779. 
To  A.  Lee.    Raid  in  Connecticut  and  Lcc'h  foresight.,  July  16,  1779. 
To  A.  Lee.    Repeating  parts  of  lett'Or  of  June  13,  1779,  and  criticising  action  of 

Congress  adverse  to  A.  Lee,  July  17,  1779. 
To  W,  Lee.    Announcing  his  recall,  July  17,  1779. 
To  Izard.     As  to  bis  rocall,  July  17,  1779. 
To  ^.  Lee.    Committee  of  foreign  affairs  has  virtually  ceased  to  exist;  position 

of  A.  Loo's  affairs,  Aug.  6,  1779. 
From  Adams,  Aug.  13,  1779. 

(See  Adams  to  Lovell,  snme  date.) 
To  Adams.    Account  of  election  of  commissioners,  Sept.  27,  28,  1779i 
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Cjcmuir-Conftiniiad. 

fton  FiwUsHm^  Sept  90, 1779. 

(8m  WNmMn  to  XoMif,  samo  dftto.) 
To  A.  Lf.    AnnooneiDg  Jaj^  appoloimenft  to  Spftio,  Oei.  13, 1779. 
Wmm  Aimma,  Oot  17,  1770. 

(8oo  AitmM  to  ZomII,  samo  dato.) 
Ffom  JhHiMia,  Oek  17, 1779. 

(8oo  JPWmA'Uii  to  LomU,  same  date.) 
To  XanTiitr '  Aa  to  oamney,  I>ee.  11, 1779. 
To  VMmkUm,    Am  toooneepondeooe,  Feb.  94, 1789, 
Fiom  ^dmw,  liar.  \%  1780. 

(See  Lofelf  to  Aimu^  eame  date.) 
Fnmi  Frmmklin,  Mar.  16^  1780. 

(See  XomII  to  JPWMftiiii,  MUiia  date.  > 
Ffom  /af ,  Maj  87, 1780. 

(See  /iiy  to  XoMtl,  aaiiie  date.) 
To  /iiy.    Aa  to  llnaooei^  Jane  16^  1780. 

To  HeaMt.    Coaunendation ;  Introdaoiug  Searie,  Jul j  10, 1780. 
To  IMnaoa.    Annonnolog  bia  appointment  ae  agent,  Jnly  11|  1780. 
T6  fVaaUia.    Aa  to  oveidrafte  of  Mils,  Jnlj  11,  1780. 
To  Jdaiat.    Aa  to  loan  in  Holbuid,  Jnly  11, 1780. 

To/<qr.   Fiailnreofeomepondenee;  mieeionBof  Sear]oandIjanrenB,Jalyll,1780. 
To  AAmnM.    Aa  to  drafts,  July  18»  1780. 
Ftom  IhMftlla,  Aug.  10, 1780. 

(See  JnrwUItt  to  Isv^  same  date.) 
To  FrmMim.    As  to  fiiianoes,  Ang.  16;  Sept.  7, 1780. 
From  /ay,  Oct.  87, 1780. 

(See /sy  to  £0W>U,  sain^  date.) 
T6  ildaiRS.    Aa  to  faiinre  of  lettors,  Oct.  88,  1780. 
To  FrmnkUn.    As  to  forwarding  letten  to  Jay,  Oct.  28, 1780. 
From  t^amXlitu,  Dec.  2,  1760. 

(See  FrtifMin  to  Lovellf  same  dato.) 
To  Frankiin,    Palfrey  soiit  m  general  agent,  Doo.  21,  1780. 
To  Jay.    Instmotions  sent ;  dittpntcbes  taniiierod  with;  ofnco  for  foreign  affairs 

established,  Feb.  20,  17b]. 
'Xo  Jag.    Sends  gazettes  and  Juurnals  and  resoliitious  of  Congress  re8i>cctiug 

ratification  of  the  articles  binding  the  thirteen  States,  Mar.  9,  1781. 
To  Franklin.    Qaxottes,  Journals,  and  resolntions  of  Cougrewi  forwarded;  dis- 
patches received;  sentiments  as  to  time  of  his  annonucing  his  powers  to 
Great  Britain  and  on  calling  in  paper  money  expressed  to  Adams,  Mar.  !), 
1781. 
TdlVaaJtfia.    Sends  newspapers  and  Jonrnnls;  English  fleet  leave  Chesapeake 
Bay  after  the  battle  with  the  French ;  battle  between  Qrcene  and  Cornwallis, 
Mar.  31,  1781. 
To  Fraaklin.    Barbarous  treatment  of  Curson,  Qouvcrneur,  and  Witherspoon 

at  £ustatia.  May  9,  1781. 
To  FSranklin,    As  to  Dr.  Putnam,  May  17,  1781. 
To  Jay.    Inclosing  papers,  Juno  4,  1781. 
To  Carmickael.    Acknowledging  papers,  June  15,  1781. 
To  Joy.    Inclosing  papers,  June  15,  1781. 
To  Adam:    With  iuclosnros,  July  21,  1781. 
To  Franklin.    With  inclosures,  July  21,  1781. 
To  Jag.    With  inclosures,  Aug.  15,  1781. 
To  Adami.    With  inclosures,  Sept.  1,  1781. 
Fkom  iPWiaMta,  Sept.  13,  1781. 

(See  iVaaMi  to  Looelly  same  date.) 
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To  ?r.  Lee,    As  to  balance  due  him,  Sept.  30, 1781. 
From  Morris f  June  IG,  1762. 

(See  Morris  to  Lovelt,  same  date.) 
From  Morris,  July  10,  1782. 
(See  MoiTis  to  Lovellf  name  date.) 
Low  CouNTKiKS.    (See  Netherlands,) 
Loyalists — 
,    Deterred  from  enlisting  in  British  army  by  spectacles  of  British  cmelty.    Intro- 
duction, $  22.    (See  Tories,) 
EfTect  of  British  abandonment  of.     Tntrodnctioo,  $  24. 
Bad  influence  of.     Ibid,,  $  28.     (See  Tories.) 
Instruction  of  Congress  against  restoration  of,  Oct.  18, 1780. 
Bad  infltionce  of.     Extreme  measures  should  be  adopted  against.    Adams  to  Con- 

gresSf  June  17,  1780;  Adams  to  Cashing,  Dec.  15,  1780.    (See  Jtffu^ees.) 
Cruel  treatment  and  abandonment  of,  by  British.     Introduction,  $  24.) 
Question  of  restoration  of  property  to.     Oswald  to  Commissioners,  Noy.  4,  1782 ; 

Straohey  to  Commissioners,  Nov.  5,  1782;  Adams'  diary,  Nov.  20,  1782,  et  seq. 
Can  not  be  granted.     Commissioners  to  Oswald,  Nov.  5,  1782.     (See  Tories,) 
Opposition  of  commissioners  to  ro-instatemont  of.     Adams  to  Livingston,  Nov.  11, 
1782;  Adams^  journal,  Nov.  11,  1782,  et  seq, ;  Franklin  to  Oswald^  Nov.  26, 17R2. 
Importance  of  faithful  performance  of  the  treaty  engagements  as  to.     Commis- 
sioncrs  to  Congress,  Sept.  10,  1783;  Jay  to  Livingston,  Sept.  13,  1783;  Jay  to 
namillon,  Sept.  28,  1783. 
Kindly  treatment  of,  in  New  York.     lAHngston  ti  Jay,  Nov. 29, 1783.    (See  T*»ries,) 

LUZKKNR — 

Character  of.     Introduction,  ^  84. 

Commendation  of.    Franklin  to  Adams,  May  10,  1779 ;  Adams  to  Congress,  Aug.  3, 

1779. 
MiniHtor  from  France;  conference  with  Washington,  Sept.  16,  1779. 
Addresses  Adams,  Sept.  29,  1779. 
Welcomed  by  Adams,  Oct.  17,  1779. 
Kcception  of,  by  Congress,  Nov.  17,  1779. 
From  Miralles,  Nov.  25,  1779. 

(See  Miralles  to  Lucerne,  same  date.) 
Froui  Congress,  Dec.  10,  1779. 

(See  Congress  (or  Iluntington)  to  Liucrno^  same  date.) 
To  Congress,    As  to  campaign,  Nov.  26,  Dec.  6,  1779. 
From  Uolker,  Jan.  10,  1780. 

(See  Holkcr  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
To  Congiess.     Importance  of  obtaining  supplies  for  navy,  Jan.  10,  1760. 
To  Washington.    Importance  of  maintenance  of  French  alliance,  Jan.  23,  1780 

(with  incloRures,  giving  Spanish  ultimatum  aud  manifesto). 
To  Congress.    Announces  appointment  of  Anmours  as  French  consul  in  North  Car- 
olina, Jan.  24,  1780. 
To  Congress,    Importance  of  coming  campaign,  Jan.  25,  1780. 
Conference  with  Congress,  Jan.  28, 1780. 

Views  as  to  Spanish  mediation  and  to  approaching  campaign,  Jan.  28, 1780. 
Answer  of  Congress,  promising  adeqtiate  forces,  Jan.  31,  1780. 
Represents  to  Congress  the  importance  of  coming  to  an  arrangement  with  Spain 

as  to  western  boundaries  and  Florida,  Feb.  2,  1780. 
From  JVashingion,  Feb.  4,  1780. 

(See  Washington  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
From  Washington,  Feb.  15,  1780. 

(See  Washington  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
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From  FraHkUH,  Mar.  5,  1780. 

(See  Franklin  to  Luieme,  saino  ilato.) 
To  Cim§re9$,    Fitting  out  frigato  Con/ederatiou,  Mar.  6,  1780. 
To  IFiukington,    Tliauks  Washiugtoa  for  attoutiou  to  Miralles,  agent  of  Spain, 

Apr.  29,  1780. 
From  Woikinglou,  May  5,  1780. 

(See  IVashingian  to  Luzerne^  same  date.) 
From  WiukingUm,  May  11,  1780. 

(See  WasKxngion  to  Lwirerfie,  samo  date.) 
From  WMkington,  May  14,  1780. 

(See  Wa*\\ngUni  to  Luserne^  same  date.) 
To  Congress,   Urges  enorgy  and  concert,  and  asks  for  information  as  to  tlie  i>orts  of 

Nortli  America.    LnMerne  to  Congress^  May  16, 1780. 
Uefcrs  Washington  to  La  Fayette  for  consultation  as  to  campaign,  May  21,  1780. 
Conference  with  Congress  as  to  coming  campaign,  May  24,  June  5,  1780. 
From  Washivigtonf  June  &,  1780. 

(See  Washiiiiglon  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
To  Congress,     Urges  energetic  military  action,  Juno  18,  1780. 
To  Congress.    Information  as  to  campaign,  June  28,  1780. 
From  Washington,  Jaly  2,  1780. 

(See  Washington  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
From  Congress,  July  7, 1780. 

(See  Congress  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
To  Congress,    Announces  arrival  of  French  forces  in  America,  July  22,  1780. 
To  Congress,    Calls  for  American  naval  co-operation,  July  25,  1780. 
From  Reed,  July  25,  1780. 

(See  Ueed  to  Luzerne,  same  date,  incloQ|,ed,  Luzerne  to  Congress,  July  26,  1780.) 
To  Washington,    Places  navy  on  Delaware  under  Washington's  command,  July 

30,  l/>0. 
From  Washington,  Aug.  4,  1780. 

(See  Washington  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
From  Washington,  Aug.  G,  17ri0. 

(See  IVashington  to  Luzerne,  samo  date.) 
Tu  Congress.     Co-operation  of  both  Franco  and  Spain  to  bo  relied  on,  Aug.  15, 1780. 
To  Congress.     As  to  ftuancial  aid,  Sept.  1,  1780. 
From  Washington,  Sept.  12,  1780. 

(^Soe  Washington  to  Luzerne,  samo  date.) 
To  CongreJts.     Announces  appointment  of  Marbois  as  cbarg6,  Sept.  10, 1780. 
To  Congress.     Suggests  certain  shipping  regulatiouH,  Nov.  1,  1780. 
From  Vergcnnes,  Doc.  4,  17H0. 

(See  Vergennes  to  Luzerne,  samo  date.) 
To  Washington.     Plans  for  campaign,  Doc.  5,  1780. 
From  Washington,  Dec.  14,  1780. 

(See  Washington  to  Luzerne,  name  date.) 
To  Congress.     Letter  of  tbo  King  of  Franco  to  the  Due  do  renthievo  in  relution 

to  American  prizes  in  bis  ports;  will  be  treated  like  French,  Jan.  15,  1781. 
From  Vergennes,  Fob.  14,  1781. 

(See  Vergennes  to  Luzerne,  samo  date.) 
To  Congress.    Arrival  of  M.  de  Tilly  with  a  French  squadron  in  the  Chesapeake, 

Feb.  2.^  1781. 
To  Congress.    Moms  authorized  to  draw  bills  of  exchange,  Feb.  28,  1781. 
To  CongrfM.    Prizes  capturwl  by  Tilly;  Luzerne  desires  Congress  to  appoint  a 

committee  with  whom  ho  may  communicate,  Mar.  2,  1781. 
From  Destouches,  Mar,  19,  1781. 

(Sco  Deslonehes  to  Luzerne,  samo  date.) 


•  a 
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To  Congress,  France  will  continue  witli  her  array  and  navy  in  America ;  Coogreas 
must  not  look  to  Franco  for  pecuniary  supplies,  nor  draw  bills  of  exchange 
and  expect  her  to  meet  them;  funds  will  be  furnished  for  the  supplies  or- 
dered by  Franklin;  Cougrefl^  must  furnish  French  fleet  in  America  with  snp- 
plios,  to  bo  paid  by  bills  on  French  treasury,  Mar.  24,  1781. 
To  IFashingion.    Incloses  open  letter  to  Rocliamboau  and  one  from  Deaioaches; 

laments  ill  ruccoss  of  expedition,  Mar.  27,  1781. 
From  irashington.  Mar.  31,  1781. 

(Sec  irashingion  to  LuzernSf  same  date.) 
To  DestoHches.    As  to  proposed  military  movements,  May  7, 1781. 
To  jrashhigton.    Inclosing  last,  May  7,  1781. 
To  Congress,    As  to  frauds  by  English  privateers,  May  9,  1781. 
From  JVashingiotiy  May  23,  1781. 

(See  Washington  to  Lmerne,  same  date.) 
To  Washington,    As  to  plan  of  campaign  and  as  to  French  subsidies  and  snpplios, 

May  25,  17R1. 
To  Congress,    As  to  mediation  ;  advises  instnictions  to  American  ministers  abroad 

to  outer  on  peace  nogotiatiuns,  May  2G,  1781. 
To  Congress.    Objections  to  appointment  of  Dana  to  Russia;  embarrassments 
arising  from  Adams'  undertaking  a  position  as  to  England  indopendeut  of 
that  of  France;  necessity  of  concert;  position  of  Franco  as  to  medlatioDy 
May  28,  1781. 
To  Washington,  As  to  ]>Iiin8  of  campaign  and  subsidies,  June  1,  1781. 
From  M orris y  Juno  8,  1781. 

(See  Morris  to  Luzerne^  same  dato.) 
From  Washington^  June  13,  1781. 

(See  Washington  to  LnzernCj  same  date.) 
To  Congress,    As  to  tender  laws ;  neutral  rights ;  Cumberland's  position  in  Spain ; 
French  efTorl^s  at  aiding  America;  as  to  nio:]iation  ;  France  obliged  to  help 
the  Dtitch  ;  as  to  subsidies,  Juno  18,  1781. 
To  Congress.    Communications  as  to  European  affairs,  July  23,  1781. 
To  Congress.    As  to  consular  system,  July  26,  178L 
From  MorriHy  Aug.  2,  1781. 

(See  Morris  to  Luzerne^  same  date.) 
To  Congress.    As  to  recognition  of  Etombo  as  consul  for  Now  Eoglaud,  Aug.  23, 

Sept.  7,  178K 
To  Congress.    As  to  commission  of  Itolker  as  consul  for  the  Middle  StateS|  Sept. 

10,  1781. 
From  Morris,  Sept.  20,  1781. 

(See  Morris  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
To  Congress,  As  to  mediation ;  as  to  Dana's  position  at  Russia  and  that  of  Adams 
at  Holland;  as  to  the  application  of  Colonel  Laurens;  as  to  the  guaranty 
by  Franco  of  the  Dutch  loan  ;  that  further  aid  could  not  bo  granted  ;  that  all 
bills  drawn  by  Congress  on  Jay,  Adama,  and  Laurens  had  boon  turned  by 
by  them  for  payment  to  Franklin,  that  is  to  say,  to  France,  Sept.  21,  1781. 
From  Congress,  Sept.  25,  1781. 

(See  MeKean  (Congress)  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
From  Morris,  Sept.  25,  1781. 

(See  MotTis  to  Luzerne,  same  dato.) 
From  Livingston,  Oct.  24,  1781. 

.(See  Livingston  to  Luzerne,  same  dato.) 
From  Livingston,  Nov.  2,  1781. 

(Soo  Livingston  to  Luzerne,  same  dato. )     . 
From  Morris,  Nov.  3,  1781. 
(Soo  Morris  to  Luzerne,  same  dato.) 
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To  fKoMinf^loff.    CoogratnlatioDS,  Nov.  4,  1781. 
To  LiviMffiton.    Congratnlatious,  Nov.  4,  17dl. 

(8m»  I4ving§l0n  to  CongresSf  Nov.  (>,  1781 ;  Livingaton  to  Luseme,  same  date.) 
ITrom  Morris,  Nov.  6,  1781. 

(See  MonU  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
Prom  LivtHgetony  Nov.  6,  1781. 

(See  Livingston  to  Luzerne^  same  date.) 
Prom  lAvingeton,  Nov.  21,  1781. 

(See  Livingston  to  Luseme^  same  date.) 
To  Livingston.    As  to  peace  commisstou ;  commiiiiicates  corrcspoiulcnoe  as  to  dec- 
lination of  mediation,  Nov.  21,  1781. 
Prom  Morris,  Nov.  22,  26,  1781. 

(See  Morris  to  Luzerne,  same  dates. ) 
To  Livingston.    As  to  admiralty  courts,  Dec.  II,  1781. 
Prom  Livingston,  Deo.  21,  1781. 

(See  Livingston  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
Prom  Livingston,  Jan.  19,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston.   Want  of  proper  admiralty  process  in  Massachusetts,  Jan.  20, 1782. 
Prom  Livingston,  Jan.  24,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Lnzeme,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.    Loan  opODe<l  in  Holland  in  Oct.,  1781,  taken  up,  Jan.  28,  1782. 
Gives  oral  statement  to  Livingston  of  position  of  European  affairs  and  of  attitude 

of  Pranoe.    Livingston  to  Congress,  Jan.  29, 1782. 
Action  of  Congress  tboreon,  Peb.  8,  1872. 
To  Livingston.    Complains  of  unlawful  seizures  by  American  privateers,  Feb.  18, 

1782. 
Livingston's  reply  to.  Fob.  20,  1782. 
From  Livingston,  Feb.  20,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
To  Washington.    As  t<>  cauipaigii,  Apr.  13,  1782.  • 

Prom  lionhamhean,  Apr.  10,  1782. 

(Sec  Rooh  .mbeau  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston.    As  to  dcbtH  due  French  oflicors,  Apr.  17, 1782. 
To  Washington.     As  to  Beniowski,  Apr.  18, 1782. 
Prom  JVashinglon,  Apr.  28,  1782. 

(See  Washington  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
Couferouco  with,  as  to  iuiportauce  of  maintenance  of  alliance.    Congress,  May  1, 

1782. 
Prom  Livingston,  May  8,  1782. 

{Qeo Livingeton  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston.    As  to  French  claims,  May  9, 1782. 
Prom  Livingston,  May  9,  1782. 

(Sec  Livingston  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  May  12,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston.    As  to  Holtzondorff,  May  25, 1782. 

To  Livingston.  Insidious  attempts  by  Britain  at  separate  nogotiations,  May  28, 1782. 
From  Washington,  June  5,  1782. 

(See  Washington  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  June  7,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  Jnue  9,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
^  To  Washington.    On  birth  of  an  heir  to  French  crown,  Juno  10, 17B2. 
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To  liochambeau.   As  to  futiiro  campaign,  Juno  14, 1782. 
From  IVashington,  June  24,  1782. 

(Soo  Washington  to  Luzerne^  samo  dato.) 
To  Washington,    Am  to  inuvcments  of  Kocliambean,  JuTy  3,  July  8,  1782. 
From  Livingston^  July  li,  1782. 

(Sec  Livingston  to  Lmerne^  sanio  date.) 
To  Washington,    Ah  t-o  ooncort  with  French  forces,  Aug.  3, 1782. 
To  Washington.    As  to  cartel  for  exoliauge  and  as  to  prospects  of  piiaoe,  Aug.  14, 

1782. 
To  Congress,    Recognizing  offer  of  gnu-boat  America,  Sept.  1,  5,  178.\S. 
From  Livingston  f  Sept.  5,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Lnzeme,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston^  Sept.  12,  1782. 

(fifiQ  Livingston  to  Luzerne^  same  date.) 
From  ramlrcuil,  Sept.  20,  1782. 

(See  Vandreuil  to  Luzerne^  same  date.) 
Confers  with  Congrossas  to  dangers  of  separate  peace,  Sept.  24, 1782. 
From  Washington,  Sept  24,  1782. 

(See  Washington  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston,    As  to  fraudulent  introduction  of  British  goods,  Sept.  27,  1782. 
To  Washington.    As  to  sincerity  of  British  QoYcrumont,  Sept.  29,  17o2. 
From  ^forr^s,  Oct.  2,  1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Lnzcrne,  same  date.) 
Informe.1  of  Congress'  iidelity  to  the  alliance  with  France,  Oct.  3, 4,  1782. 
From  Washington,  Oct.  2r>,  1782. 

(See  Washington  to  Lnzern-,  same  date.)  " 

To  Washington.     As  to  expenses  of  expressage,  Oct.  25,  1782. 
To  Congress.    Notifies  Congress  of  the  illicit  provisioning  of  New  York,  Oct.  28, 

1782. 
To  Congress.    Suggestions  as  to  legislation  fur  protection  to  French  holders  of 

funds,  Nov.  4,  l7Hi. 
To  Washington.   Supplies  to  New  York  shall  be  cut  off,  Nov.  6, 1782. 
To  Carlcton.   As  to  La  Touchc ;  as  to  Asgill,  Nov.  9,  Nov.  12, 1782. 
From  W(uthington,llov.  13,  1782. 

(See  Washington  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  Nov.  20,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  t^  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
From  Vcrgenne^,  Doc.  19,  1782. 

(See  Vergennes  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
With  Livingston.     Conversation  as  to  foreign  affairs,  Dec. 30, 1782. 
To  Congress.   Expreases  satisfaction  with  the  actiou  of  Congress  against  a  sopa- 

rate  peace  ;  warlike  exertions  should  not  be  relaxed,  Dec.  31, 1782. 
To  Congress.    As  to  capitulation  oT  islands  of  St.  Christopher,  Nevis,  and  Mount 

Sorrat,  Jan.  10,  1783. 
Froui  Morris,  Jan.  13,  1783. 

(See  Morris  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
From  Jefferson,  Feb.  7,  1783. 

(See  Jeferson  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
To  Washington.    Possibility  that  the  war  may  continue  for  another  year,  and  im- 

portuuce  of  preparation.  Mar.  15,  ir83. 
From  Washington,  Mar.  19,  1783. 

(See  Washington  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
To  Morris.    Announcing  loan  of  six  millions,  but  stating  that,  without  a  settled 
finance  system.  Congress  can  borrow  no  more.  Mar.  15,  1783. 
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To  Comgr99§,  as  reported  by  Livhif^ton,  as  to  friendly  relations  with  Spain  and 

as  to  preparation  for  eontingoncy  of  war,  Mar.  22,  1783. 
From  WMhingUm,  Mur.  29,  1783. 

(Seo  ifa9hingioii  to  Luzernv,  sanio  date.)    • 
To  Watkirngtou,    Fruuoli  troops  rocalled,  Apr.  10,  1783. 
To  LiHHffsion,    As  to  withdrawal  of  Froucb  troops,  Apr.  21),  1783. 
From  MorrU,  May  2, 0,  1783. 

(Seo  MorrU  to  Luzerne,  same  dates.) 
From  WatH^ngUm,  May  13,  1783. 

(Seo  Watkingion  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
From  Congrete,  May  17, 1783. 

(See  Conjme  (or  Miffi'm)  to  Luz^ne,  samo  date. ) 
To  Livingston,    An  to  Dnrkam  and  Qillam,  May  lU,  17?^. 
His  opinion  of  Franklin  (seo  note  to).    Franklin  to  Jag,  Ropt.  10,  1783. 
To  Congeeee,    As  to  contract  1,  Jnly  16, 1782,  Sept.  17, 178:$. 

To  Congreee.     As  to  recent  and  Anal  loans  by  Franco  to  tlio  lJnitc?d  States,  Sept 
17,  1783. 
-     From  Morrie,  Oct.  15, 1783. 

(See  Morrie  to  Luzerne,  same  date.) 
To  Congreze,    Franco  ready  to  make  commercial  treaty,  Nov.  2,  1783. 
To  Wazhington,    Congratulations,  Nov.  21, 1783. 
To  Cengrese,    Notifying  the  aiipointment  of  Murbois  as  consnl-gcnoral,  Jan.  30, 

1781. 
To  Congrees.    Asking  for  relief  for  Radier  family,  Feb.  18, 1781. 
To  Congrezz.    Transmitting  (lortraits  of  King  and  Qut'on  of  Franco,  Apr.  0, 1784. 
To  Cangrezz,    Calls  attention  of  Congress  to  indubtcdness  to  France,  Apr. !),  1784. 

(See  Morriz  to  Marboiz,  Aug.  17,  1784.) 
To  Congress,    Inclosing  papers,  Apr.  16, 17-4. 
To  Congrezs.     Taking  leave,  Apr.  21,  1784. 

To  Congresz,    As  to  claims  of  Do  Kalb  and  Floury,  Apr.  28,  May  13, 1784. 
To  Congrezs,    As  to  French  consnliito,  May  6,  1784. 
To  Congress.    Announcing  M.  Marbois  as  cliarg6,  May  13, 1784. 
Report  of  committee  taking  leave.  May  17,  1784. 

ADI80N— 

A  constructive  revolutionary  statx^sman  ;  stipportfl  Wnsliing ton's  military  plans; 

sustains  Morris*  financial  plans;  sustains  Franklin;  agrees  witli  Hamilton 

as  to  fulfilling  engagements  with  Franco.     Introduction,  ^  4. 
His  views  as  to  the  Mississippi.     (See  Mississippi. ) 
His  views  as  to  Laurens*  couriio  in  the  Tower.     Introduction,  $  173. 
His  estimate  of  Morrii.     Ibid.j  ^  183. 
To  Randolph.    Gonerous  actions  of  Franco;  prospects  a8  to  peace;  II.  Laurens' 

position,  and  doubts  as  to  him,  Sept.  24, 1780. 
To  Itandolph.     Views  os  to  peace.  May  14,  1762. 

To  Ramlolph.     As  to  Grcnvillo's  part  in  pence  ncgotJiitionM,  Sept.  HO,  1782. 
Position  of,  as  to  instructions  to  peace  cominissioncrH.    Tliomson^s  report,  Aug.  8, 

1782. 
Report  of  debates  of  Congress  on  Marboiz*  letter  and  other  papers  in  reference  to 

tho  position  of  France,  Dec.  24,  1782. 
Report  of  proceedings  of  Congress  ns  to  general  i)eaco,  Jan.  3,  Mar.  12, 1783. 
Report  of  debates  of  Congress  on  treaty  of  1782,  under  dates  of  Mar.  12, 18,  ID, 

22.24,26.  178:J. 
To  Randolph,    Danger  of  insolvency ;  his  high  opinion  of  Franklin;   effect  of 

peace;  precipitate  announcement  of,  Apr.  1, 1783. 


186  PRELIMINABY   INDEX. 

Madison— Continnert. 

To  Jeffereon.  Marbois  deolares  letter  in  his  name  transmitted  to  Congreas  to  be 
spurious;  projootod  treaty  of  comuiorco  with  Britain;  qnestion  of  evacua- 
tion of  New  York,  May  13,  1783. 
To  Jefferson.  Lanrons'  views  of  Ebglisb  x^olitics ;  comments  on  deflnitivo  treaty  • 
Livingston's  r(^signation  from  want  of  due  support ;  foreign  affairs  sospoDded 
b^'  reason  of  tbinncss  of  Congress,  Juno  10,  1783.  ^ 

Madison,  "Parson,"  to  bo  distrusted.    A,  Lee  to  CommUfff,  June  3, 1776. 
Madrid.    Impolicy  of  A.  Leo  visiting.     Gardoqui  to  A,  Lee,  Feb.  17,  1777. 
Maqnifiqur,  French  gun-ship.    Loss  of,  and  compensation  for.    L%ving§toi%loAdam$, 
Aug.  29,  1782;  Luzerneio  CongreBB,  Sept.  1,  178*2;  Luzerneto  LitfiHg9tim,  Sept. 
5,  1782;   Vundrenil  to  Lmerne^  Sept.  20,  1752. 
Maiion,  Lord.     His  views  of  Washington's  military  genins.    Introduction,  f  \% 
Mail.    Spoliation  of,  by  foreign  governments.    Ibid,,  $  105. 
Maillruois,  Marshal.    Approval  of  Washington's  strategy.     CommiiBionen  to  C0111- 

mittee,  Feb.  G,  1777. 
Malta,  Grand  Master  of,  acknowledges  medal,  June  21, 1783. 
Maltzan.     Frederick  the  Great  to,  June  30,  1777. 

(See  Frederick  the  Great  to  Maltzan^  same  date.) 
Manciirstkr,  Duke  of.     Speech  on  the  plan  of  reconciliation.    Franklin  to  Thomson, 

Fob.  5,  1775. 
Manifksto— 

British,  of  Doc.  30,  1781,  against  the  United  Provinces.  Adams  to  Congress,  Jan* 

1,  1781. 
Of  Holland  against  Britain.     Adams  to  Congress,  Mar.  18,  1781. 
Manukacturrs.    America  should  bo  independent  as  to.     Commisslonei's  to  CommlU 

•    ice,  May  2C,  1777. 
Maiuiois— 

Notice  of.    Introduction,  $  84. 

Appointed  French  charg6  d'affaires.    Luzerne  to  Congress,  Sept.  16,  1780;  July  1, 

1781.    (See  Introduction,  ^  55,  15K) 
To  CoiigrcsH.    Asks  for  authority  to  impress  French  sailors,  .July  9,  1781. 
French  cliargd  d'aflaircs  in  Philadelphia.     Luzerne  to  Congress,  Mar.  8,  1782. 
To  I'ergennes.    Atlitudo  of  France  ns  to  American  claims  to  the  fisheries  and  Mis- 
sissippi Valley,  Mar.  13,  1782.     (Question  as  to  authenticity  of  this  letter. 
Note  thereto.     See  For^^cr^^.) 
Translation  of  the  letter  inclosed  by  Jay,  ho  not  having  seen  the  original;  not  at 
liberty  to  say  where  ho  got  the  translation.     Jay  to  Livingston,  Sept.  18, 1782. 
Action  of  Congress  as  to  same  letter,  Dec.  24,  1782. 
Franklin's  views  as  to  same  letter,  Dec.   30,  1782;  Jan.  1,1783.     Franklin  to 

Cooper,  Dec.  26,  1782. 
Little  consequence  to  be  attached  to  it.     Livingston  to  Jag,  Jan.  4. 1783. 
Assertion  of  spuriousness  of  letter.      Madison  in  Jefferson,  May  13,  1783. 
Letter  of,  discredited  by  Franklin,  July  22,  1783. 
Appointed  French  consul-general.     Luzei'ne  to  Congress,  Jan.  30,  1784. 
Appointment  of,  as  Frencli  consul-general.     Congress,  Mar.  16,  1784. 
Appointed  French  charg6  d'affaires,  Apr.  21, 1784. 
Assault  on ;  report  of  Committee  to  Congress  as  to,  May  29, 1784. 
From  Morris,  Aug.  17, 1784. 
(Soe  Morris  to  Marbois,  same  date.) 
Marir  Antoinette— 

Kindliness  to  America.     Introductiou,  $  43. 

Presents  suggested  for,  inclndiug  ''Rhode  Island"  or  '^Narragausett  Horse.'' 
Deans  to  Committee,  Nov.  28,  1776 ;  Dcane  to  Jag,  Dec.  3,  1776. 
Maria  Tiibubsa,  Empress.    Proper  mode  of  addressing.     IV.  Lee  to  Congress,  Jan.  32t 
1778. 
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Win  APFAIR8— 

Caro  of,  dov^olvedon  Fran kl in ;  after warda  on  Morris.     MarrU  to  Congreit,  Sept. 

8,  1781.    lutroductioD,  $$  113, 118.     (See  Navy,  Naval  affair§.) 
la  France.    BardoQ  of,  i mposed  on  Franklin.    FrankliH  to  Marine  Commitiett  June 
2,  1779. 
-A.RQUB.    Letters  of,  to  be  granted  against  the  English.     Adama  to  Congrtt;  Jan. 

14,  1781. 
1.A.R8,  privateer.    Trouble  arising  from  Ler  seizure  of  a  Portnguoso  ship.    Franklin 

to  CongrtUf  Doc.  3,  1780. 
!.^^R8Rirj.K8.    Made  a  freo  port  to  the  United  States.     CaJonne  to  La  Fayette,  Jan.  G, 
1784. 
"  JMarsiial,  Broglib.''    Suggested  as  commander-in-chief.    JJeane  to  Committee,  Dec. 
6,  1776.    See  Introduction,  $  76. 
^A.RTiK,  Governor — 

Efforts  of,  in  North  Carolina.     Martin  to  Living$ion,  Juno  24, 1782. 
To  TAvingaton.    As  1o  separate  peace,  Aug  20, 1782. 
From  Livingeton,  Sept.  9,  1782. 
(See  LiringBton  to  Martin,  same  date.) 
^A^RTiif,  French  historian.    His  opinion  of  Bcauninrchais.     Introduction,  $$  57,61. 
^T^  KTif  A,  the.    Taken  prixo  by  the7/o«/ON.    lYanklin  and  Lee  to  Dumas,  Apr.  10, 1778. 

KTIXIQUK— 

Prococdings  of  ndmiralty  in.     Franklin  to  Sartine,  Apr.  28,  1779. 
Failure  to  obtain  stores  in.     Oerard  to  Congress,  Aug.  11,  1779. 
IlYI.AND — 

Attempts  to  pnrcliaso  arms  in  Europe.    Franklin  to  I'crgennes,  May  3,  1779. 
President  of,  as  to  supply  of  provisions  to  Franco,  Jan.  6,  1780. 
Go<m1  effect  in  Europe  of  the  accession  to  the  Confederation  of  the  United  States 
of.     Dana  to  Congress,  Mar.  28,  1781. 

A.-miRW8  — 

From  Livingston,  Nov.  20,  1782. 
(Soo  Liringston  to  Matihewn,  same  date.) 
^^CCmntock's  cask.     (See  Livingston  to  U'eare,  Sept.  D,  1782;  lAvingston  to  Luzerne, 

Sept.  12,  1782.) 
^cKkan— 

From  Adamn^  Sept.  20,  1779  (with  notice  of  character). 

(Sco  Adams  to  MoKean^  saino  date.) 
To  Washington.     IiulifTcrciico  of  Spain  and  goncrons  aid  of  Franco;  condition  of 

military  affairH,  Aug.  12,  1781. 
From  Franklin,  Nov.  5,  17«1. 
(See  Franklin  to  McKcan  {Congress),  same  dato.) 
^cKkil,  Captain- 
Case  of.    Commissioners  to  J^ardnc,  Sv.\M.  10,  1778. 
Title  to  prizes.    Commissioners  to  SarlinSf  Sept.  17,  1778;  Sartine  to  Commissioners, 

Sept.  21,  1778. 
Success  of  as  privateer.    Adams  to  Congress,  Oct.  2,  1778. 
Appeal  in  behalf  of.    Commissioners  to  Vergenncs,  Fob.  9,  1779. 
^^^ZZBI.     Notice  of.     Adams  to  Jefferson,  Juno  29,  1780  (with  notice  of  character). 

^U:i)iA.TION— 

Offered  by  Spain  in  1778.    Gerard  to  Congress,  Fob.  9,  1779.    (Sco  Introduction,  i  98.) 
Offer  of,  by  the  imperial  courts  in  1779.    Carmichael  Uy  Committee,  Jan.  29,  1781; 

Franklin  to  Congress,  Mar.  12,  1781.     (Sco  Introduction,  ^  99.) 
Action  in  Netherlands  os  to.     Dumas  to  Congnss,  Mar.  f),  1781 ;  Adams  to  Congress, 

Mar.  18,  1781. 
Co  nntcr  manifesto  of  The  Netherlands,  Mar.  18,  1781. 
Declinature  of  France,  unless  United  States  wore  joined;  documents  connected 

therewith.     Luzerne  to  Congress,  May  20,  1 781. 
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Mbdiation— Contlnned. 

Congress  ivccedos  to,  if  indopendenoe  of  tlio  United  Stat4M  is  reoogniaed,  bat  * 

long  truco  may  bo  admitted  as  alternative.    Congren^  June  13, 1781.  ' 
Instructions  from  Congress  as  to,  Juno  15,  1781. 
Vitnvs  of  Franco  ns  to.     Luzerne  to  Congress ,  June  18,  1781. 
Position  of  foreign  powers  as  to.    Adams  to  Congress,  June  93, 1781. 
Papers  as  to.    Adams  to  Congress,  July  7, 1781 ;  Adams  to  Vergennes,  July  13, 1781 ; 
Adams  to  Congress,  July  14,  1781 ;  Adams  to  Congress,  July  l."*,  1781;  Adams 
to   Vergeunes,  July  16,  1781 ;  Vergennes  to  Adams,  July  18,  1781 ;  Adams  to 
Vergennes,  July  18, 1781 ;  Adams  to  Vergennes,  July  19, 1781;  Adams  to  Frank- 
lin, Aug.  25,  1781 ;  Verao  to  Dana,  Sept.  2, 1781. 
Rofusal  of,  by  England ;  its  terms.    Dana  to  Congress,  Sept.  13,  1781 ;  Xtur«nie  to 

Congress,  Sept.  21, 1781;  Dana  to  Congress,  Oct.  15, 1781. 
Ivcfnsod  by  Britain,  wbo  will  treat  wltb  us  only  as  a  sovereign  witb  subjects. 

Franklin  to  Congress,  Nov.  5,  1781. 
Docs  not  imply  submission  to  Judgment  of  mediator,  tbougli  it  may  give  him  un- 
due influence.    Franklin  to  Adams,  Nov.  7,  1781. 
Franco's  declinature  of;  Great  Britain's  reply  and  other  papers.    Communicated 

by  Luzerne  to  Livingston,  Nov.  21,  1781. 
Kef  used  by  France,  unless  American  plenipotentiaries  be  received.    Xtureraeto 

Livingston, 'Soy,  2.3,  1781. 
Of  RuRHia  accepted  by  Britain  and  Holland.    Adams  to  Congress,  Dee.  1*2^  85, 

1781. 
Of  imperial  courts  at  signature  of  definitive  treaty  not  objected  to  by  the  United 
States,  but  declined  by  England,  aud  hence  not  I'eceived.    Adams  to  Liting- 
slon,  Aug.  13,  1783 ;  Adams  to  Congress,  Sept.  5,  1783. 
lustructions  as  to.    (See  Peaoe  oommissioticrs.) 
Mkditkrranean  passks  called  in  uy  Orbat  Britain.    Deaneio  CommiUee,  Oct.  ll» 

1770. 
Mrrcknarirs.     Employment  of,  denounced.    Introduction,  $  22. 
Mkrcrnary  troops.    Number  brought  to  America.    Ibid,,  $  8. 
Mkrcury,  the — 

Sent  with  supplies  by  Bcanmarchais.     Beaumarchais  to  Con^fM,  Feb.  28, 1777. ' 
Arrival  of.     CommiUee  to  Commissioners,  May  2, 1777. 
Mrrklr.     (See  ^fyrklc.) 
Mrsciiianza.    (See  Mischianza,) 
Mifflin,  Qcuoral — 

II in  course  towards  Washington.    Introduction,  ^  11. 
From  Franklin,  Dec.  26,  1783  (with  notice  of  character). 
(See  Franklin  to  AfiJ/lin,  same  date.) 
Mifflin,  privateer.    A])peal  in  behalf  of.     Commissioners  to  Vergennes,  Feb.  9,  1779. 

MiLITAUV  AFFAIRS.      (ScC   IVor.) 

Military  POLICY.    Its  relation  to  diplomatic.    Introduction,  ($  1,8. 

Militia.    In  the  Northern  States  in  good  condition ;  in  the  Southern  States  preimring 

to  be  so.     Livingnior.  to  Jay,  Aug.  2G,  1780. 
"Militia  diplomacy" — 

III  success  of.     Introduction,  $$  15, 19. 
Advocated  by  A.  Lee.     J  hid.,  J  144. 
Ministkrs  AnUOAP— 

Impolicy  of  Joining  several  in  a  mission.    Introduction,  $  106. 

Should  be  sent  to  all  European  courts.     Deano  to  Committee,  Oct.  1,  1776;  Adams 

ioVana,  Apr.  18,  1781.     (See  contra,  Franklin.     Introduction,  JJ  14, 15.) 
Action  of  Congress  as  to  dissensions  between,  Jan.  20,  Mar.  27,  Apr.  15,  20,  SOy 
May  3,  22,  June  8,  1779. 
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MINI8TBR8  ABROAD— CouUuuOd. 

SaUuries  of.    lApiugslon  to  Conffreu ;  Nov.  18,  1781 ;  May  8, 9, 1782 ;  Morrii  to  Con- 

^eM,  May  8, 9, 1782. 
AotioD  of  Cougross  a«i  to  distribation  of  funds  by,  Sept.  ir>,  17tt2. 
Adams'  riews  as  to  qnaliAcatious  of.    Adams  to  LiviNgslon,  Feb.  G,  1783. 
Exiieosos  of.    Jdams  to  Qerrg,  Sept  9, 1783.     f  See  Expensea, ) 
MiMiSTBR,  Ainericau.    Would  be  received  at  Londou.    Lanrens  to  Minitten  at  PariSf 

Aug.  9, 1783. 
MiNiSTRBS,  foreign.    Mode  of  roceptiou  of.    Action  of  Congrooi,  June  12,  17c3. 
MiMiSTRR  TO  UxiTRD  Statrs  FROM  Francb.    Appoiutoieut  of  Qentrd  as.    LouUXVI 

to  Coayre9$,  Mar. 38, 1776.    (See,  also,  Luxerne,) 
Minorca — 

Offere<l  by  Britain  to  Russia  as  price  of  alliance.    Introduction,  $  7.    (See  note 

under  date  of  May  36,  1781.) 
Obtained  by  Spain  by  treaty  of  peace.     La  Fayette  to  Livingetonf  Feb.  5,  1783. 
H1RALLK8.    (See  Introduction,  $)  86/1 

Meiuoriul  of,  as  to  Spanish  ships,  May  19,  1779. 
To  Congreee,    As  to  united  action  of  Spain  and  the  United  States  against  England, 

Nov.  24,  1779. 
Proposes  attack  on  Florida.    MiraUee  to  Luzerne,  Nov.  25,  1779;  Luzerne  to  Con- 

greee,  Nov.  26,  1779. 
Reply  to.    HuHtingtoH  to  Luzerne^  Pec.  16,  1779. 
Recognition  of  attention  to.     Luzerne  to  Waahington,  Apr.  29,  1780. 
Answer  by  Washington,  May  fi,  1780.     IVaakington  to  Luzerne,  May  11,  1780. 
MisciiiANZA.     At  Philadelphia,  1778,  injurious  lu  British  cause.    Introduction,  $  23. 
Aii88lOK.    In  France  embarrassed  by  the  number  of  AuuTicau  ministers.    Franklin 
to  Lovell,  July  2*2, 1778.    J.  Adama  to  S,  Adama,  May  21, 1878.    (See  Miniatera, 
Diplomaog,  * 

AI188IONARIB8.     Protection  of.    Franklin  to  Commandera,  etc.,  June  22,  1778. 
iA(fi88i88irPi  RiVBR  AND  Vallky  (Scc  Introduction,  $  8()/)— 

View  of  France  as  to,  in  1778.     Vcrgennea  to  Gerard,  Miir.  29,  1778.     Introduction, 

H  53, 158. 
Policy  of  England  as  to.     Introdnction,  H  32, 158. 
Piscussion  as  to.    Note  to  inatructiona  to  Franklin,  Oct.  20,  1778. 
Procee<lings  of  Congress  as  to.  Fob.  23,  27,  Mar.  17,  19,  22,  24,  liiay  8, 12,  22,  June 
3,  17, 19, 24,  July  1,  12,  22,  24,  21),  31,  Aug.  3,  13.  Sept.  9,  11,  25,  28,  Oct.  13, 14, 
1779. 
Views  of  Spain  as  to.    Luzerne  to  Coiigreaa,  Fob.  2,  1780. 
Instructions  to  Jay  as  to,  Oct.  4,  1780. 

Must  not  bo  **  sold"  to  Spain.     Franklin  to  Jay,  Jan.  27,  1781. 
Action  of  Congress  as  to  navigation  of,  given  under  dates  of  Fob.  15,  Juno  G, 

Aiig.  10,  1781. 
Madison's  views  as  to,  under  date  of  Aug.  10,  1781. 
Instructions  to  J.'iy  to  abandon  claim  of  navigation  of,  bolow  31st  dogroo  north 

latitude.    Huntington  to  Jag,  May  28,  1731. 
Negotiations  with  Spain  as  to  navigation  of.    Jay  to  Congrcaa,  Oct.  8, 1781.   (See 

Jay.) 
Position  to  be  taken  in  respect  to.     Livingston  to  Franklin,  Jan.  7,  1782. 
Attitude  to  be  taken  to  Spain  in  respect  to.     Livingston  to  Jay,  Apr.  27,  1782; 

Congreas,  Apr.  30,  1782.     (See  Introduction,  ^$86, 158.) 
Action  of  Congress  in  rospoot  to,  Ang.  20,  178'J. 

Action  of  Congress  as  to,  Oct.  3,  1782.     (Soe  Jay  to  Livingston,  Nov.  17,  1782.) 
Views  of  Jefferson  as  to,  under  action  of  Congress  of  May  7,  1784.    (See  also  In- 
troduction, iie.) 
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Mississirn  Rivkr  and  Yallky— Con iiu tied. 

Navigation  of;  position  of  Spain  after  peace  of  1782.    La  FagetUto  Florida  Btanctit 
Fob.  19, 1783 ;  Florida  Blanca  to  La  FayeiU,  Feb.  22, 1783 ;  La  FagcUt  to  Florida 
nianca,  Feb.  22,  17B:);  La  Fayttie  to  Livingifon,  Mar.  2,  1783. 
^'MoLASSKS  clausr''  IN  TRBATT  OF  1778.    Qaostton  aeto.    Introdnctiou,  f  46. 
Moi.KSON.    Qives  information  to  British  ministry.    A,  Lee  to  CommilteOf  Jnno  3,  177G. 
MONTMORIN.     (Sec  Monntmorin,) 
Moore.    From  Livingston^  Sept.  8,  1782. 

(Sec  Livingston  to  Moore,  8%nio  date.) 
Moravian  missionaries.    Proteolion  for.    Franklin  to  Commandere  of  VcueU,  Jane 

22,  1778. 
Morris,  O. — 

Conferences  with  French  minister  as  to  relations  of  the  United  States  to  Spain. 

Note  to  instr notions  to  Franklin,  Oct.  26,  1778  (with  notice  of  character). 
Advises  Franlclin  of  opposition  to  him  in  Congress,  Sept.  25,  1782. 
Obtains  from  French  ministry  receipt  showing  destination  of  ''lost  million*'; 
merits  of.     Morris  to  Jay,  Nov.  4,  1783. 
Morris,  R.-— 

His  public  services.     Introduction,  $$  4,  183. 

To  Commissioners,    As  to  progress  of  war,  Dec.  4, 1776. 

From  Deane,  Aug.  23,  Sept.  17,  23,  30,  Dec.  4,  1776. 

(See  Deane  [o  Morris,  same  dates.) 
From  Jay,  Oct.  6,  1776. 

(See  Jay  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
From  Johnstone,  Feb.  5,  1778. 

(See  Johnstone  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
From  Jayy  Apr.  29,  1778. 

(See  Jay  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
From  Johnstone,  June  16,  1778. 

(See  Johnstone  to  Morris^  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Juno  3,  1780. 

(Soo  Franklin  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
From  Harrison,  June  8,  1778. 

(See  Harrison  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
From  Jonts,  Juno  27,  1780. 

(See  Jones  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
To  Duvias.    Tlio  dillieultios  in  his  way,  Doc.  24,  1780. 

Authorized  to  draw  certain  bills  of  exchange.     Luzerne  to  Congress,  Feb.  28,  1781. 
'"o  Congress.     Conditions  on  which  hd  accepts  the  ofllce  of  superintendent  of 

finance.  Mar.  13,  1781. 
To  Burke,  Houston,  and   IValcott.    Officers  over  whom  the  superintendent  must 

have  power  of  disuiissic)!!,  Mnr.  26,  1781. 
To  Congress.    Accepting  his  appointment  as  financier ;  difBcnlties  of  the  position, 

May  14,  1781. 
To  Congress.     Plan  of  national  bank,  May  17,  1781. 
To  Congress.     Importiug  specie.  May  23,  1781. 
To  Congress.     Success  of  national  bank,  May  26,  1781. 
To  Jay.     Pei-sonal  relations;  prospouts  of  campaign,  Juno  5,  1781. 
'I'o  Luzerne.     As  to  funds  for  campaign,  June  8,  1781. 
To  Couleulx.     As  to  accounts,  Juno  8)  1781. 

To  I'Vanklin,    Announcing  his  appointment  and  asking  for  advice,  June  8,  1781. 
Circular  as  to  national  bank,  June  11,  1781. 
To  Congress.     As  to  national  bank,  Juno  21,  1781. 
To  irashingtoH.     Coudilious  of  his  acceptance,  June  15,  1781. 
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HoRRis,  R. — Continued. 

Tu  Jay.    Imporianco  of  obtaiDing  fandt  from  Spain  and  reasons  for  ibis  applica- 
tion, July  4,  1761. 
To  /af .    As  to  employment  of  American  sailors  in  Spain,  July  9, 1781. 
To  Catiffre99,    Financial  diflicultiee,  July  0,  1761. 
To  Jajf.    Appeal  for  flnancial  aid,  July  13,  1781. 
To  Franklin.    Financial  aid,  July  13,  14,  1761. 
To  Governor  of  Havana,    Financial  aid,  July  17,  1761. 
To  R,  SwUih.    As  to  financial  agency  in  Cuba,  Jnly  17,  1781. 
To  Franklin.    As  to  finances,  Jnly  19,  21,  1761. 
To  Govcrnor§  of  States,    As  to  finances,  Jnly  25,  1761* 
From  FrankUu  (two  letters),  July  26, 1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Morrie,  same  date.) 
To  Oovernore  of  States.    As  to  finances,  Jnly  27,  1781. 
To  Preeident  of  r€nti8!ftvania.    As  to  finances,  July  30,  1761. 
To  Lvierne,    As  to  supply  of  the  French  army,  Aug.  2,  1761. 
From  Washington,  Aug.  2,  1761. 

(Sec  Waehington  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
To  Governor  of  Massachusetts,    As  to  fitting  oot  ships,  Aug.  4, 1781. 
To  Luzerne,    As  to  rate  of  exchange,  Aug.  4,  1761. 
To  Washington,    As  to  state  of  Army,  Aug.  13,  1781. 
To  Jajf.    As  to  bills  drawn  on  him,  Aug  15,  1761. 
To  Washington,    As  to  finances,  Aug.  22,  1781. 
To  Governors,    As  to  finances,  Aug.  22,  1761. 
To  Governor  of  Virginia,    As  to  supplies,  Aug.  22,  1761. 
To  Coutenlx  fCo.    As  to  finances,  Ang.  26,  1781. 
From  Washington ,  Ang.  27,  1781. 

(See  Washington  to  Morris,  same  date). 
To  Franklin,    Progress  of  war,  Aug.  28,  1761. 
To  Congress.    Condition  of  finnnccs,  Ang.  28,  1761. 
To  Governor  of  Maryland.    Condition  of  finances,  Aug.  28,  1761. 
To  Govrrnors  of  States.    As  to  national  bank,  Sept.  4,  1781. 
To  Washington.     Promising  rcniittauco,  Sopt.  0,  1761. 
To  Rochamhean.     Asking  for  promised  supply  of  money,  Sept.  6,  1781. 
From  Washington,  Sept.  6,  1781. 

(See  Washington  to  Morris,  saiuo  date.) 
From  Washington,  Sept.  7,  1781. 

(See  Washington  to  Morris,  sauio  date.) 
To  Congress.     Accepts  rcluctanlly  cliargo  ofMarinc  Dopartuiont,  Sept.  6,  1781. 
To  Washington,     His  groat  dinicnllius  as  to  fiindH,  Sept.  10,  17H1. 
From  Franklin,  Sept.  12,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Morrh,  s.iino  date.) 
To  Luzerne.     Acknowledging  generous  advauccs  of  money  by  Rocbauibcau  aud 

asks  for  extension  of  tinio  for  repayment,  Sept.  20,  1781. 
To  President  of  Pcnnnijlvania.     As  to  financial  difTlcuUioH,  Sept.  20, 1781. 
To  Luzerne.     Appeal  for  aid,  Sept.  25, 17S1. 

To  Pennsglvania  Lcghlature.     As  to  accounts  with  (liat  Stale,  Sept.  25, 1781. 
To  Rochnmhean.     rostponin;;  payment  ofloan,  Oct.  1, 1781. 
To  Greene.     His  groat  financial  dinTiculties,  Oct.  3, 1781. 
To  Commissary  for  Purchases.     Importance  of  prosiiuro  on  States  for  supplies,  Oct. 

4,  1781. 
To  Coutenlx.     As  to  accounts,  Oct.  12, 1781. 
To  Loan  Officers.    As  to  accounts,  Oct.  i:^,  1781. 
To  Governor  of  Virginia,    As  to  accounts,  Oct.  10,  1781. 
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^1  OK  11  IS,  R.— Con  liu  110(1. 

To  Congrctia.    Stutiiig  iiidobtcducss,  cloincslio  and  foreign,  and  caJllug  for  aeiion 

tbereoii,  Oct.  1^^,  17ril. 
I'o  Oocemors  of  Slates,    Dulnsion  as  to  foroign  uid :  iio  mora  of  such  aid  to  be  ex- 
pected ;  a(tcr  fuiir  years  of  wnr  tbo  only  foreign  sovcroign  wbo  has  recognized 
us  is  Franco;  wo  must  depend  on  ourselves.  Oct.  10,  1761. 
To  Greene,    EflTorts  made  for  his  departure,  Nov.  *2,  1781. 
To  Luzerne,    DifBcullics  attending  taxation;  injury  produoed  by  paper  money; 

policy  of  France  is  to  nieet  the  enemy  in  tbo  United  States,  Nov.  3,  1761. 
'1\)  Congrcae.    As  to  apportionment  of  taxes,  Nov.  5,  1761. 
From  Franklittj  Nov.  5,  1781. 

(Sco  Franklin  to  Morrie,  same  date.) 
To  Luzerne.    Ah  to  essential  cbaniotcr  of  French  aid,  Nov.  6,  1761. 
Ti»  Congress.    As  to  expenses  of  President's  table,  Nov.  9, 1761. 
To  Rochambean,    As  to  accounts;  congratulations,  Nov.  15, 1761. 
To  Governors  of  States.    Apportionment  of  taxes,  Nov.  17,  1781. 
From  JVashingtonf'Nov,  19,  1781. 

(See  Washington  to  MorriSf  saiue  date.) 
To  Governor  *if  Connecticut,    Apportioninout  of  taxes,  Nov.  20,  1781. 
To  Galvez.    As  to  accounts;  Nov.  21,  1781. 
To  Luzerne.    As  to  accounts,  Nov.  22,  1781. 
To  Luzerne.    Purchases  made  for  a  particular  State  are  not  to  be  regarded  as  pnr- 

cliasos  fur  the  Union,  Nov.  26,  1781. 
From  Paine,  Nov.  2C,  1781. 

(See  Pai'ie  to  Morris,  K\mo  date.) 
To  Franklin,    As  to  tbo  accounts  between  the  United  States  and  France;  as  to 
( ho  desperate  condition  of  the  United  States  if  French  aid  bo  not  continued ; 
danger  to  the  alliance  of  refusing  aid,  which  might,  in  the  feelings  of  some, 
force  America  into  the  hands  of  England,  Nov.  27,  1761. 
To  Congress,    Financial  peril,  Nov.  21,  17?5l. 
To  FUurg.    Asking  his  assistance  and  approval,  Deo.  3, 1781. 
To  Grand.     As  to  accounts.  Doc.  3,  1781. 
To  Franklin.    As  to  accounts ;  increased  demand  for  French  goods  in  the  United 

States;  importance  of  future  help,  Dec.  5,  1781. 
To  Governor  of  New  York.     Ah  to  contributions,  Dec.  11,  1781. 
To  Governor. of  North  Carolina,    As  to  contributions,  Deo.  19,  1781. 
To  Governor  of  Rhode  Island,    As  to  oontributious.  Doc.  29,  1781. 
To  Governors  of  States.    Appeal  for  aid,  iJau.  3,  1782. 
To  Govci-nors  of  Stales.    As  to  Baulc  of  North  America,  Jan.  8,  1762 
From  Franklin^  Jan.  9,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.     As  to  fniances,  Jan.  15,  1782. 
From  Washington f  Jan.  2C>,  1782. 

(Sco  Washington  to  Morris,  sajiio  date.) 
From  Franklin  (two  letters),  Jau.  28,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.    As  to  finances,  Feb.  11,  15, 18, 1782. 
From  Franklin,  Mar.  4,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Mar.  9,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
To  Congress,     As  to  finances,  Mar.  9,  1782. 

To  Congress,    Objects  to  certain  purchases  of  goods  in  Amsterdam,  Mar.  0, 1762. 
To  Arnot.    Policy  as  to  purchase  of  army  supplies,  Mar.  9,  1782. 
From  l^yanklin,  Mar.  20,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
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OKRia,  R.>-CoDtioa<Ml. 

To  Franklin,    Modo  of  drawiug  bills,  Mar.  23,  1782. 
To  Pkelp9,    On  army  contraoto,  Mar.  30,  1782. 
From  Franklin,  Apr.  8,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  MorriSf  aatne  date.) 
To  Oo9ernor$  of  8iate9.    As  to  Aiiaiicos,  Apr.  15,  1782. 
To  Appleion,    As  to  finaucos,  Apr.  IG,  1782. 
To  Franklin.    As  to  drawiug  for  Froiich  loan,  Apr.  17,  1782. 
To  Greene.    Dif&cnlties  in  supplying  army,  Apr.  24,  1782. 
From  Ja^f  Apr.  25,  17M2. 

(See  Jaif  i-o  Morris^  same  date.) 
To  Livingtton,    Asks  for  an  account  of  diplonialic  salaries,  Apr.  27,  1782. 
To  Governor  of  Virginia.    As  to  separate  application  tif  Virginia  for  foreign  aid, 

Apr.  27.  1782. 
To  Governor  of  Mart/land.    As  to  finances,  Apr.  30, 178*2. 
To  JFendell.     Retirement  from  private  business.  May  1, 1762. 
From  LivingeioHf  May  8,  1782. 

(See  FAringston  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
To  Governors  of  States.     State  of  linauoes.  May  9,  IG,  1782. 
To  Grand.    On  finances,  May  17, 1782. 
To  Congress.    As  to  finances.  May  17,  1782. 
To  Franklin.    As  to  finances,  May  17,  1782. 
To  CouteuU.    As  to  finances,  May  18,  1782. 
To  Grand.    As  to  finances.  May  18, 1782. 
To  Franklin.    As  to  finances.  May  23, 20,  1782. 
To  Congress.     As  to  finances,  May  23, 27, 1782. 
To  Clark.    Vindications  of  Iiis  policy,  May  30  1782. 
To  Olney.    As  to  finances,  Jnne  1, 1782. 
From  Beaumarchais,  Juno  3, 1782. 

(See  Beaitmarchais  to  Morris, buxum  date.) 
To  IVaahingion.     As  to  finances,  Juno  4, 1782. 
To  Carrington.     As  to  iiiiuiicos,  .June  0, 1782. 
From  TAoingston  (two  lettors),  Juno  G,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Morris,  hauxo  dtitos.) 
To  Lovell.    As  to  finaucos,  Juno  6,  1782. 
To  Livingston.  As  to  fiunucoH,  Juiio  7,  1782. 
To  Jenifer.     As  to  finances,  Juno  11,  1782. 
To  Governor  of  Maryland.     As  to  finaucos,  Juno  14,  178*/?. 
From  Franklin,  Jnuo  2r>,   1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Morris,  sauio  date.) 
To  Governor  of  Rhode  Island.     As  to  fiuancoH,  Juuo  2G,  1782. 
To  U'ashington.     As  to  fiuaucus,  Juuo  29,  1782. 
To  Franklin.     As    to    financial  couditiou;    iuiportauco  of  fiirther  Fiouch  aid, 

July  1,  1782. 
To  Ilannlton.     As  to  lattcr's  acccptauco  of  rocoivorHliip  of  Uxt^os  m  ^'ew  Vork^ 

July  2,  1782. 
To  Grand.    As  to  finances,  .Tuly  5,  1782. 
To  Fleurg.     As  to  finauces,  July  5,  1782. 
To  Governor  of  Maryland.    As  to  finances,  July  7,  1782. 
To  Lovell.    As  to  finauces,  July  10,  1782. 
To  Governor  of  Maryland,    As  to  fiuanocs,  July  29,  1782. 
To  Congress.    As  to  mode  of  taxation,  July  29,  1782. 
To  Governor  of  Rhode  Island.    As  to  fiuances,  Aug.  2,  1782, 
From  Franklin,  Aug.  12,  17o2. 

(See  Franklin  to  Alorris,  same  date. ) 

13  WH 
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Morris,  R.— CoutiDiiod. 

To  Hamilton.    As  to  flDances,  Ang.  28,  1782. 

To  IFaskinffton.    As  to  Ananoes,  Aug.  28,  1782. 

To  Congress.   As  to  lluaucos,  Sept.  9,  1782. 

To  IFashingion.    As  to  AnancoSi  Sept.  9,  1782. 

To  Couteulx  ij'  Co.    As  to  fiiiaaces,  Sept.  24,  27,  1782. 

To  yidama.    Cougratnlatiiig  liim  on  his  success  in  HollaDd,  Sept.  27, 1782. 

To  Franklin.    As  to  financial   arrangements;  Popular  attachment  to  Frmooe 

fidolity  to  French  alliance;  necessity  for  further  loans,  Sept.  27,  30, 17^ 
To  Franklin.    Asking  in  respect  to  a  convoy,  Oct.  1,  1782. 
To  Luseruc    As  to  loan,  Oct.  2,  1782. 
To  Hamilton.    As  to  finances,  Oct.  5,  17H2. 
To  Governor  of  North  Carolina.    As  to  finances,  Oct.  7,  1782. 
To  Iiranklin.    As  to  advances,  Oct.  7,  1782. 
From  Ja//,  Oct.  13,  1782. 

(See  Jay  to  Morris f  same  date.) 
To  IVashington.    As  to  supplies  for  Army,  Oct.  15,  1782. 
To  Governor  Greene.    As  to  finances,  Oct.  17,  1782 
From  Washington,  Oct.  18,  1782. 

(See  Washington  to  Mwris,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.    As  to  finances ;  difAoultics  as  to  army  contracts,  Oct.  21,  1782. 
To  Governors  of  Stnt^.    Ruinous  consequences  of  failure  on  the  part  of  the  States 

to  pay  taxes;  destitution  of  Army,  Oct.  21,  1782. 
To  Governor  of  Rhode  Island.    Financial  difSculties  of,  Oct.  24,  1782. 
To  Franklin  J  Adams^  and  Jajf.    As  to  closing  of  foreign  account?.  Sept-.  25,  1782. 
To  Franklin.    As  to  charging  to  the  United  States  supplies  sent  to  YirgiDiay  Oct. 

27,  17^2. 
From  AdamSf  Nov,  6,  1782. 

(Sec  Adams  to  Morris,  Hame  date.) 
To  Barclay.    As  to  Iiis  duties  as  commissioner  at  Paris,  Dec.  5,  1782. 
To  Congress.    As  to  finances  and  coins,  Dec.  12, 178'^ 
From  Franklin,  Dec.  14,  1782. 

(See  P\ankUn  to  Mortis,  same  date.) 
From  Washington,  Dec.  20,  1782. 

(Soo  Washington  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Dec.  23, 1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
To  Franklin.     Financial  difliculties  and  need  of  aid,  Jan.  11,  1783. 
To  J'\anklin.    Finances  and  salaries,  Jan.  13,  1783. 
To  Grand.     Financial  dimculties,  Jan.  13,  1783. 

To  Luzerne.    Didicultics  connected  with  accounts;   Bcauniarchais'  claim.;    im- 
portance of  further  aid,  ,Tan.  13,  1783. 
To  Adams.     Importance  of  filling  up  the  Dutch  loan,  Jan.  19,  1783. 
To  Governor  of  Pennsylvania .    Necessity  of  aid,  Jan.  20,  1783. 
To  Washington.    As  to  business  of  Army,  Jan.  21,  1783. 
To  Congress.    As  to  financial  difllcuUiofl,  Jan.  24,  Feb.  2(5,  1783, 
To  Washington.    As  to  financial  difficulties;   resignation  and  Hamilton's  com- 
ments thereon,  Feb.  27,  1783,  and  note. 
To  Carmichael.    As  to  bills  drawn  on  Spain,  Mar.  4,  1783. 
From  Franklin,  Mar.  7,  1783. 

(See  Morris  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.     Necessity  of  vigorous  action  to  savo  public  credit,  Mar.  8,  1783. 
From  Washington.     ExpresHiug  confidence.  Mar.  8,  1783. 
To  Congress.     As  to  financial  difnculties,  Mar.  10,  1783. 
To  Greene.    Proposed  resignation ;  Auaucial  troubles,  Mfix.  14„  1783^ 
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A€oitRi8,  R.— Coo  tinned. 

From  Lwgemef  Mar.  15,  1783. 

(See  Lmgerne  to  BiorrU,  same  date.) 
To  CoRf  retf .    Some  decided  action  nocesBary  to  secaro  the  coantry  from  bank- 
ruptcy, Ifar.  17,  1783. 
His  position  in  Congress.    Debat^f  Mar.  18,  1783. 
To  Reeeiver$  of  Taxea.    As  to  deficit,  Apr.  7,  1783. 
To  Congreu.    Financial  difflcnlties,  Apr.  14,  1783. 
To  Congress »    Submitting  specimen  of  coin,  Apr.  23,  1783. 
To  Congress,    As  to  resignation,  May  1,  1783. 
To  Congress.    Witbdraws  his  resignation.  May  3,  1783. 
To  Luzerne.    Hoping  for  advance  of  money.  May  G,  1783. 
To  Franklin.  ^  Asking  for  accounts,  May  12,  1783. 
To  Barolag.    Asking  for  accounts,  May  12, 1783. 
To  Governors  of  Slates.    As  to  finances.  May  12,  1783. 
^To  Congress.    Advising  disbanding  Army,  May  15, 1783. 
To  Greene.    Explaining  and  vindicating  bis  position,  May  16, 1783. 
From  Adams,  May  21,  1783. 

(See  Adams  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
To  Franklin.    Further  earnest  application  for  loan,  May  26,  1783. 
To  Luserne.    Urging  loan.  May  27,  1783. 
To  Governors,    As  to  aid,  Juno  5,  July  11,  1783. 
From  Adams,  July  5,  1783. 

(See  Adams  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  July  10,  1783. 

(See  Adams  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  July  11, 1783. 

(See  Adams  to  Jlforrto,  same  date.) 
From  Jay,  July  13,  1783. 

(See  Jag  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.    Report  as  to  finances,  July  15,  1783. 
To  Congress.    As  to  state  of  bin  departoiout,  July  18,  1783. 
Tribute  to.     Jay  to  Morris,  July  20,  1783. 
From  Jay,  July  20,  1783. 

(See  Jay  to  Moiris,  same  date.) 
From  I'Vanklin,  July  27,  1783. 

(See  Franklin  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  July  28,  1783. 

(See  Adams  to  Morris,  same  date. ) 
To  Governors  of  States.    Finaucial  appeal,  July  28,  1783. 
To  Congress,     Financial  appeal,  July  28,  1783. 
To  Congress.     As  to  certificates,  July  31,  1783. 
To  Congress.    As  lo  finances,  Aug.  1,  1783. 
To  nVlink  j-  Co,    As  to  Dutch  loan,  Aug.  6,  1783. 
From  WcLshington.    As  to  mouey  for  troops,  Aug.  G,  1783. 

(See  Washington  to  Morris^  same  date.) 
From  Laurens,  Aug.  9,  1783. 

(See  Laurens  to  Morris^  same  date. ) 
To  Pay  master- General,    As  to  fiuaiicial  troubles,  Aug.  12,  1783. 
To  Gerry.     As  to  settlement  of  accounts,  Aug.  26,  1783. 
From  Washington,  Aug.  30,  1763. 

(See  Washington  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
To  Commissioners  of  Accounts.    Suggesting  certain  duties,  Sept.  4,  1783. 
From  Franklin,  Sept.  14,  1783. 

(See  Franklin  to  Morris,  same  date. ) 
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*  • 

Morris,  R.— Contmued. 

To  Adauis.    As  to  benefits  of  tUe  peace.    Sept.  20,  1783. 

To  Franklin.     Esteem  for  Frauce  not  diniiuislied  in  the  Uuitea  States ;  impoi 
tauce  of  France  imposing  no  restrictions  on  American  ships;  navigation  acti 

destructive    of  commerce;    influence  of  commercial  interests;  deplores  de 

lay  in  payment  of  taxes,  Sept.  30,  17d3. 

To  A.  Lee.    As  to  certain  contracts  of  Deane,  Oct.  4, 1783. 

To  Luzerne,    As  to  Ilolker's  accounts,  Oct.  15,  1783. 

To  WilHiik  cf  Co.    As  to  finances,  Oct.  Si3,  1783. 

To  Jay.  Narrates  the  difficulties  of  his  position  and  the  dangers  avoided  by  his 
administration ;  discusses  the  foreign  aid  received  during  the  war,  Nov.  4, 
17a3. 

To  Farmcra  Ge^ieral.    As  to  French  loans,  Nov.  4,  1783. 

To  Adams.    As  to  mode  of  raising  funds,  Nov.  5,  1883. 

To  Congress.    As  to  taxation,  Nov.  5,  1783. 

To  Jay.    Folly  of  navigation  acts,  Nov.  27, 1783. 

From  Franklin,  Dec.  25,  1783. 
(See  Franklin  to  Morris,  same  date.) 

To  JFillink  ^  Co.  As  to  accounts ;  as  to  shallowness  of  British  attacks  on  Ameri- 
can  credit,  Dec.  13,  1783. 

To  CoHteulx  4'  Co.    As  to  drafts,  Jan.  31,  1784. 

To  Congress.    Liability  for  damages  inflicted  in  war,  Jan.  21,  1784. 

To  Congress.  As  to  liability  to  persons  in  Canada  who  furnished  property  or  serv- 
ice or  sustained  injury  during  the  war,  Jan.  24,  1784. 

To  Willink  4'  Co.    As  to  accounts,  Feb.  12,  1784. 

To  Couieulx  <|*  Co.    As  to  accounts,  Feb.  12,  1784. 
•   To  Grand.     As  to  accounts,  Feb.  12,  1784. 

To  Franklin.  As  to  importance  of  immediate  funds  to  meet  pressing  claims,  Feb. 
12,  1784. 

To  Franklin.     Survey  of  present  resources;  an  earnest  appeal,  Feb.  13,  1784. 

To  Jeffti'8on.    Estimate  for  civil  list,  Feb.  25,  )1784. 

To  Congress.  Pressure  of  foreign  indebtedness  of  United  States,  Mar.  17 ;  May  6, 
17ri4. 

To  La  Fayeile.  As  to  importance  of  free  port  at  Isle  of  France  or  Bourbon,  May 
19,  1784. 

To  Congress.    Necessity  of  funding  public  debt,  June  21,  1784. 

To  Marbois.    As  to  settlement  of  indebtedness  to  France,  Aug.  17,  1784. 

To  Congress.  As  to  Dutch  loan ;  payment  of  interest  increases  the  means  of  party 
paying,  Sept.  30,  1784. 

To  Franklin.    As  to  accounts  and  commending  Franklin's  views,  Sept.  30,  1784. 

To  Congress.  As  to  value  of  La  Fayette's  sor vices  and  as  to  commercial  reci- 
procity with  France,  Sept.  30,  1784. 

To  the  Public.  On  retiring  from  office  he  engages  personally  to  pay  all  the  notes 
of  the  United  States  at  maturity,  Oct.  11,  1784. 

To  Congress.    Kesiguatiou,  Nov.  1,  1784. 
MORKia,  T.— 

Objoctions  to.     Commissioners  to  Secret  Committee,  Jan.  17,  1777. 

Agreement  with  Farmers  General.     A.  Lee  to  Committee,  Feb.  14  1777. 

Dealings  of.    A.  Lee  to  Committee,  Feb.  18,  1777. 

Misconduct  of,  as  agent.     Deane  to  B.  Morris,  Sept.  23,  1777. 

Statement  as  to.  li,  Morris  to  J^.  Laurens,  Dec.  26,  1777.  (See  Introdnction, 
J  183.) 

Notice  of  death  of.    Ji.  Morris  to  Lovell,  May  2,  1778. 

Delivery  of  papers  of,  to  Koss.    A.  Lee  to  Committee,  Aug.  21,  1778. 

W.  Lee's  statement  of  his  relations  to^     JV»  Lee  to  Congress.  Mar.  16^  1779? 


PRELIMINARY   INDEX.  197 

l^OROCCO— 

Queetion  of  treaty  with.     Crocoo  to  FrankliUf  July  15,  18,  176S. 
NegotiatioQS  with.    Franklin  to  Congrets,  Sept.  13, 1783. 

Negotiations  with.     Crocco  to  Ftanklinf  Nov.  25,  1783 ;  Franklin  to  Carmhhaetf 
Dee.  15,  1783 ;  Franklin  to  Congress,  Dec.  25,  1783. 

B€OUNTMORIN— 

Friendly    services  of,  at  Madrid.     Carmichael  to  Congrtss,  July  17,  1780,  wilb 

notice. 
Conferences  of,  with  Jay.    Jag  to  Congrean.  Nov.  G,  1780. 
To  Vergennes.    Explanation  of  Spanish  politics,  Mar.  30,  1782. 
Correspondence  with  Jay  as  to  finances.    llo[>orted  by  Jag  to  Livingttonf  Apr.  2?, 
178-2. 
From  Jag,  Jane  26,  1782. 
(See  Jag  to  Mounimorin,  same  date.) 
Mount  Srriiat.    Capitnlation  of.     Luzerne  to  Livingston,  Jan.  10,  1783. 
MouTiiiBN.     Agreement  for  furnishing  armed  vessels;   articles  for  hiring  armed 

vessels,  etc.,  Oct.  ir>,  1776. 
MoitRRo.     Introduction  of.     Deane  to  Congress,  Apr.  8,  1777. 
Munitions  OF  WAR.    {See  Supplies.) 
Mutiny  in  Piiiladklpiiia  in  1783.    Boudinotio  Commissioners,  ,l\\\y  15,  1783. 

Suppression  of.     Bondinot  to  Franklin,  Sept.  9, 1783. 
Myrklk— 

Business  dealings  of.    A.  Lee  to  Committee,  Feb.  18, 1777 ;  Commissiontrs  to  Com- 

mittee.  Mar.  4,  1777. 
His  relations  to  Commissioners.     Commissioners  to  Committee,  Apr.  7,  1777. 
*^  A.PLE8,  open  to  American  ships.    Commissioners  to  Cruisers  for  Naples,  Oct.  9, 1778. 

National  Bank  of  America— 

Organization  of,  Jan.  8,  1782.    Morris  to  Governors  of  Slates,  Jan.  2,  1782  (note). 
As  instituted  by  Morris.    (See  Morris  to  Congi'ess,  June  21, 1781 ;  May  17,  Juno  II, 

1783. ) 
Appro  veil.     Franklin  to  Morris,  Nov.  5, 1781. 
^aturauzation— 

Power  of,  to  be  determined  by  Congress.    Jag  to  Franklin,  May  31,  1781. 
Practice  as  t-o.    Franklin  to  Jag,  Aug.  30,  1781. 
^aval  affairs — 

Burden  of  thorn  on  Frankliu.     Introduction,  $$  113,  118. 

Direction  of,  in  Europe  impostMl  on  Franklin.     Franklin  to  Nicholson,  .Tan.  2G, 
1777  ;  Franklin  to  Thompson,  Nov.  25, 1777  ;  Franklin  to  Marine  Committee,  June 
2,1779.     (SceJVory.) 
In  Philadelphia  devolved  on  Morris.     Morris  to  Congress,  Juno  2,  1779. 
^aval  storks  can  be  obtained  from  North  Carolina  if  vessels  are  sent.     Committee 

Ut  Commissioners  at  J*aris,  Doc.  30,  1776. 
Naval  gains  and  ix>8SRS  during  thk  war.     Jdams  to  Congress,  July  G,  1780. 
Navigation  act,  British —  ' 

Impolicy  of.     Jag  to  Vaughan,  Mar.  28,  1783. 
Principles  of.     Hartleg  to  Commissioners,  Juno  14,  1783;  Adams  to  Livingston, 3 \\\y 

17,  1783. 
Enforcement  of,  against  tlie  United  States  declared  by  Fox  to  bo  intentional. 
Laurens  to  Ministers  at  Paris,  Aug.  D,  1783. 
(See  Hartleg  to  Franklin,  Sept.  24,  1783;  Morris  to  Franklin,  Scfit.  30,  1783.) 
Navigation  proclamation,  British,  of  May  1.    MiHchicvouH  character  of;  retalia- 
tion recommended.    Franklin  to  Livingnton,  July  22,  1783;  Madison  to  Ran- 
dolph, Sept.  13,  1783;  Hartleg  to  Franklin,  Sept.  24,  1783.     (See  lutroductiou 
J  32.) 
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Navigation  laws.    British  intoleranco  as  to ;  iojurioas  effect  on  Britain.    LawreM  t 
Thompaotff  Mar.  *28|  1784 ;  Laurens  to  Congress,  Apr.  24,  1784. 
(See  Franklin  to  Livingston,  Jaly  22,  1783 ;  Madison  to  Randolph,  Sept.  13, 1783 
Navigation  iiRSTiacrioNS.    Ropual  of  by  France  would  baild  up  French  trade  wi( 
tbo  Uuited  States.    Morris  to  Franklin,  Sept.  30, 1783  ;  Morris  to  Jajr,  Nov.  2 
1783. 
Navy  Board.    From  Franklin  to,  Mar.  15,  1780. 
(Sec  Franklin  to  Havy  Board,  same  date.) 
Amoricaii,  under  direction  of  separate  committee  and  open  to  disorder  tbereb; 

Jay  to  Washington,  Apr.  20,  1777. 
Proper  oniploymeut  of,  in  1777.     Commissioners  to  Committee,  May  2S,  1777 ;  Cot 
missioners  to  Jay,  June  2,  1777. 
(See  Morris  to  Commissioners,  Dec.  21, 177G.) 
Caro  of,  in  Europe  devolved  on  Franklin.    Introdnotion,  $  118.    (See  F^nklin 
Control  of,  in  America  vested  in  Morris  by  Congress,  Sept.  8, 1781. 

(See  Morris  to  Congress,  June  2, 1779.) 
Sliould  be  employed  more  especially  in  crnising.    Adams  to  Congress,  July  6, 178 
Urged  to  cooperation  with  French.    Luzerne  to  Congress,  July  25,  1780. 
French.     Protection  of  French  coast  by.     Sartine  to  Vergennes,  Apr.  26,  1778. 
Dutch.    Proposition  to  increase.    Adams  to  Congress,  Jan.  5,  1781. 
British.     Danger  to  the  United  States  from  their  superiority  in  American  watei 
Franklin  to  Vergennes,  Fob.  13, 1781. 
Nbate,  William,  writes  to  Franklin  to  know  if  a  reconciliation  has  been  effecte* 

Franklin^ s  narrative  of  negotiations  at  fjondon,  Mar.  22,  1775. 
Nkgotiations  in  London,  1774-'75.     Franklin^s  nairative,  Mar.  22,  1775. 
Nki^on,  Congress,  July  20,  1776  (with  notice). 
Nkswit— 

From  Franklin,  Sept.  29,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  Kesbit,  same  date.) 
To  Franklin,  June  17,  1780. 
(See  Franklin  to  Neshit,  same  date. ) 
Nktiikiilands— 

Affairt)  in,andrelation  to  the  United  States.    {See  Adams,  Dumas,  Franklin,    At 

see  Introduction,  $  97,  as  to  position  of  Netherlands  during  Revolution.) 
Adams  negotiations  with.     (See^dam«.) 
Affairs  in.     Dumas  to  Franklin,  Apr. 3,   May  14,  1776. 
Dcano  writes  Dumus  to  know  if  he  will  meet  with  any  inconvenience  in  travolii 

in.    Deane  to  Ihimas,  July  26,  1776. 
Reports  from.    Dumas  to  Committee,  Aug.  10, 1776. 
Neutrality  of.     Dtanc  to  Dumas,  Aug.  18, 1770. 
Ah  to  debts  due  from,  to  England.    Deane,  to  Dumas,  Ang.  18,  1776. 
Will  pursue  policy  of  peace.     Deane  lo  Committee,  Oct.  1, 1776. 
Rp.ports  from.     Carmichael  to  Committee,  Nov.  2,  1770. 
The  principal  money-lender.    Deane  t^  Committee,  Dec  1, 1776. 
Policy  of.     A,  Lee  to  Dumas,  Jan.  28,  1777. 

British  dictation  to.     Commissioners  to  Committee,  Mar.  12,  1777. 
Memorial  for,  appended  to  letter  of  ^.  Lee  to  Committee,  Apr.  8,  1778. 
Probability  of  minister  to.     Franklin  to  Dumas,  Apr.  10,  1778. 
Draught  of  letter  to,  Apr.  10,  1778. 

Position  of,  as  to  United  Slates.     Dumas  to  Committee,  Apr.  14,  1778. 
Pr(»ject  of  treaty  with.     Commissioners  to  ir.  Lee,  Sept.  2.5,  1778. 
Draught  of  treaty  with,  Oct.  15,  1778.     Commissioners  to  Dnmas,  Oct.  16,  1778. 
Action  of,  as  to  privateers,  Oct.  8, 13, 1779. 

Ships  of,  exempted  from  capture.     Franklin  to  Agent  of  Crtmers,  May  30,  1780. 
Warlike  action  of.    Franklin  to  Jay,  June  13,  1780. 
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N'lCTHiMUJLNDS — ConUnaod. 

Importance  of  miniator  at.    Adam$  to  Congre$9f  Aug.  ll,  1760. 

Parties  in.    Adam$  to  Congre»$,  Sept.  25,  1780.    (See  Adama,  Dumaa,) 

Effect  on,  of  the  capture  of  the  Laurens  papers.    Dana  to  Jackson,  Nov.  ll,  1780. 

War  declared  against,  by  England.     Carmiehael  to  Committeef  Jan.  4,  1781. 

Proposition  to  increase  the  forces  of;  abstract  of  events  in ;  resentment  felt 
against  England  in.     Adams  to  Congress^  Jan.  5,  1781. 

Unprepared  for  war.     Adams  to  Congress,  Jan.  14,  1781. 

Shipsof  war  of;  approves  the  proposals  of  the  Prince  of  Orange  to  make  prep- 
aration for  war;  declaration  of  States-General  acceding  to  the  anned  neu- 
trality.   Adams  to  (ingress,  Jan.  15,  1781. 

Proclamation  of  States-General  that  provision  will  be  made  for  persons  disabled 
in  sea  service;  proclamation  as  to  privateering.  Adams  to  Congress,  Jan.  18, 
1781. 

Disposed  to  vigoronsly  prosecnte  the  war.     Carmiehael  to  Committeet  Jan.  29, 1781. 

Treaty  between  Russia,  Denmark  and  Norway,  Sweden,  and.  Adams  to  Congress, 
Feb.  1,  1781. 

Peace  between  England  and,  not  probable.     Adams  to  Congress,  Fob.  15,  1781. 

Memorial  of  Adams  to,  presenting  resolution  of  Congress  acceding  to  the  princi- 
ples of  the  armed  neutrality,  declared  by  Russia,  Mar.  8,  1781. 

Suifering  of  commerce  of,  by  abruptness  of  war.  J.  Laurens  to  Congress,  Mar.  11, 
1781. 

Accepts  Rossia's  offer  of  mediation ;  counter  manifesto  of,  as  to  mediation ;  man- 
ifesto against  England.     Adamn  to  Congress,  Mar.  18,  1781. 

Division  of  sentiment  in.     Adams  to  Congress,  Mar.  19,  1781. 

Commission  as  minister  plenipotentiary  to,  received.  Adams  to  Congress,  Mar.  29, 
1781. 

Memorial  of,  to  Sweden  asking  aid.    Adams  to  Congress^  Mar.  29, 1781. 

Treaty  proposed  between  the  United  States  and.  Adams*  Memorial,  etc.,  t-o  the 
Slates-General,  Apr.  19,  1781. 

Money  not  to  be  obtained  there.  J.  Laurens  to  Congress,  May  15,  1781 ;  Adams  to 
Congress,  May  16,  1781. 

Peculiar  claims  on  France.     Luzerne  to  Congresst  Jnno  18,  1781. 

Russians  separate  mediation  for.     Adams  to  Congress,  Aug.  IG,  1781. 

Procrastination  in  councils  of ;  torn  by  factions;  no  pecuniary  help  to  be  ex- 
pected from.     Adams  to  Congress,  Oct.  15,  1781.     (Sec  JrlaiMs.) 

And  Britain.    Mediation  of  Russia  accepted.     Adanift  to  Congretfs,  Doc.  12,25, 1781. 

Political  position  of.     Adams  to  Congress,  Jan.  14, 17S2. 

Failure  to  obtain  a  new  loan  in.     Adams  to  Franklin,  Jan.  25, 1782. 

Loan  of  October,  1781,  taken  up.  Luicrnc  to  Congress,  J nu.  28,  VdQ;  Congress  to 
Franklin,  Feb.  5. 1782. 

English  proposals  of  peace  to.     Franklin  to  Livingston,  Apr.  12, 1782. 

Peace  negotiations  of.     Adams  to  Dumas,  .Jan.  1, 1783. 

Unfortunate  condition  of,  in  1783.    Adams  to  Livingston,  Jan.  23, 1783. 

Oppressive  conditions  of  peace  imposed  on.  Dumas  to  Adams,  Fob.  4, 1783 ;  Adams 
to  Dumas,  Feb.  5, 1783. 

Appoints  Van  Berckel  as  minister  to  the  United  States.  Dumas  to  Livingston, 
Mar.  4. 1783. 

Instructions  as  to  peace.    Dumas  to  Adams,  Mar.  4, 1783. 

Loans  to  the  United  States  to  date.     Livingston  to  (irecne,  Jan.  4,  1783. 

Valuiiblo  aid  received  from,  in  178;?.     Morris  to  Jay,  Nov.  4,  1783. 

^KUKVILLK— 

From  Franklin,  Oct.  15,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  Neufville,  same  date. ) 
To  Jag.     Expressing  attachment  to  the  United  States,  Apr.  G,  1780  (with  reply). 
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Nktiikrlanos— Coiitiuuod. 
From  Jay,  Juuo  18,  1780. 

(Soo  Jay  to  NenfvilU^  same  date.) 
Busiuoss  lottors  of,  and  to,  June  1,  8,  18,  1760. 
Tbuukod  by  Jay  for  aid  givoa,  Jnoo  25,  1780. 

To  Jay,    Fiiianoial  cfTorte  ou  bokalf  of  tbe  Uuited  States,  Jaly  13,  1780. 
From  Jay,  July  29,  1780. 

(Soo  Neiifville  to  Jay,  same  date.) 
From  Jay,  Aug.  16,  1780 

(Sec  Jay  to  XeufvilU,  same  date.) 
From  Jay,  Oct.  4,  1780. 

(Seo  Jay  to  Neufcille,  same  date.) 
Improvident  conduct  of,  iu  overpurcbaso  of  supplies.     Franklin  to  Congrns,  Nov. 

5,  1781 ;  Franklin  to  AdaiM,  Nov.  7,  1781 ;  Franklin  to  Lanrem,  Nov.  8,  1781 ; 

Franklin  to  Adams,  Nov.  26,  178L;  Franklin  to  Adams,  Dec.  14,  1781. 
Objootionablo  accounts  of.     Franklin  to  Adams,  Dec.  14,  17H1. 
Nrutral  flag.    How  far  protecting  enemy's  goods.    Franklin  to  Congress,  May  31, 

1780  ;  Franklin  to  Dumas,  June  G,  1780. 
Nkutual  rowEiis — 

Protest  of  Amsterdam  as  to,  July  1,  1760. 
Position  of.     Adams  to  JAvingston,  Sept.  17,  1782. 
Neutijality— 

Duties  of,  settled  by  Revolution.     Introduction,  $  100. 

Position  of  France  as  to,  iu  1777.     Commissioners  to  Committee,  Mar.  12,  1777. 
French  sensitiveness  as  to,  Carmichael  to  Bingham,  June  25,  1777. 
Duties  of  United  States  as  to.     Franklin  to  Grand,  Oct.  14,  1776. 
Spanish  rules  of.     Adams  to  Congress,  May  8,  1780. 

Armed.     Principles  of  enforcement  of.     Franklin  to  Congress,  Aug.  9,  1780;  Car- 
michael to  Committee,  Aug.  23,  1780. 
Rights  of.     Action  of  Congress  os  to,  Oct.  5,  1780. 

Convention  of,  to  bo  signed  2.1d  instant.    Adams  to  Congress,  Jan.  14,  1781. 
Armed.   Declaration  of  the  States- General,  acceding  to  tbe.    Adams  to  Congress, 

Jan.  15,  1781. 
Treaty  of  marine  and  neutrality  between  Russia,  Denmark  and  Norway,  Sweden, 

and  Holland.     Adams  to  Congress,  Feb.  1, 1781. 
Armed.     Portugal  refuses  to  join.     Carmic/uiel  to  Commt(/cf,  Feb.  22,  1781.     (See 

Armed  neutrality.) 
Rules  and  duties  of.   Acceptance  of,  by  the  United  States.  Adams  to  States-General, 

Mar.  8,  1781. 
Position  of  Russia  and  Sweden  in  respect  to.    Adams  to  Congress,  Jan.  15,  10, 

1782  ;  Dana  to  JCllery,  Jan.  17,  1782. 
Alleged  broach  of,  by  American  privateers.    Blome  to  Vergennes,  Feb.  6,  1782. 
Questions  as  to,  arising  in  the  Revolution.    Introduction,  $  100.  (See  Armed  neu- 
trality, and  see  Introduction,  $  93.) 
New  York— 

Illicit  provisioning  of.     Luzerne  to  Congress,  Oct.  28,  1782. 

Should  be  cut  oil  from  supplies.    Luzerne  to  Washington,  Nov.  6, 1782 ;   Washington 

to  Luzerne,  Nov.  13, 1782. 
Kvacuation  or.     Livingston  to  Car /cf on,  Apr.  11,1783;  Livingston  to   Washington, 

Apr.  12,  I7a3;   Carlcton  to  Livingston,  k\tv.  14, 1783. 
Evacuation  of.     Question  as  to ;  Madison  to  Jefferson,  May  13,  1783 ;   WeLshington 

t<)  Livingston,  May  13, 178:$. 
Prompt  evacuation  of,  advised.     Franklin  to  ITartley,  Sept.  6, 17ftJ. 
Evacuation  of,  and  kindly  treatment  of  tories  iu.     Livingston  to  Jay,  Nov.  29, 

1783. 
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l?^ECn0L8ON  — 

From  Franklin.    Instractious  to,  ns  to  crtiiso,  Jilii.2G,  l777i 
Recouinieudod  by  D'EstAing  to  Congress,  July  8, 1776. 

I^ICCOU— 

To  Izard,    Advislug  liiui  not  to  attempt  to  go  to  Floreuco,  Joly  d8, 1778. 
From  Uard,  Sept.  1, 1778. 
(See  Izard  to  Niccoli,  same  date.) 
^^iLR,8hip.    Qaeetiou  as  to  capture  of  Izard's  goods  in.    (See  correspondence  of  Oct. 

12,13,19,22,1778.) 
^^OAiLLRS.    (See  Introduction,  $78.) 
N^ORTH  Carolina.    Abandonment  by  nritinb  forces  of  tlioir  friends  in.    Liringiton 

to  FrankUn,  Dec  16, 1781 ;  LivlngBion  to  Adams,  Deo.  2G,  1781. 
N'ORTTi,  Lord — 

His  atiitade  dnring  the  Revolution.     lutrmliiction,  $  27. 

Moti(/h  of,  to  conciliate  the  Colonics.     Franklin^s  narrative  of  negoiiations  at  Lon- 
don, Mar.  22, 1775. 
From  CommizBioners  in  Paris^  Dec.  12,  1777. 

(See  Franklin,  Deane,  and  I^ee  t-o  Lord  North,  same  date.) 
Futility  of  his  measures  of  couciliatiou.    Commizzionere  to  Committee,  Feb.  28, 1778. 
Conference  with  Hartley  as  to  peace.     Hartley  to  Fmnklin,  Jan.  2,  1782. 
N'oRTON,  Sir  Fletcher.    Is  shown  Franklin's  "  Hints."    J'Yanklin^z  narrative  of  nego- 

tiatioHZ  at  London,  Mar.  22,  1775. 
Norway.    Treaty  between  Russia,  Sweden,  Holland  and  Denmark,  and.    Adamz  to 

Congrezz,  Feb.  1,  1781. 
^<JURSR.   From  Livingzton,  May  26,  1783. 

(See  Livingston  to  Nonrae,  same  date.) 
^•^Tii  OF  ALLKOIANCR.     Practice  of  commissioncrH  ns  to  administering.     Commizsion- 

erzto  Congress,  Sept.  1,  1779.     {^w^  NatHralizationA 
^  i-^FicKUS,  British.     (See  liHtatn.) 

^-^  »*"KicKR8,  French,  volunteering  iu  service  of  the  United  States.     Characteristics  of. 
(Sec  Introduction,  (  78.) 
Negotiations  as  t^  their  coming  over.     Dcane  to  CommitteCt  Aug.  18,  Nov.  24,  29, 

Doc.  6,  1776;  Mar.  12,  1777. 
Inii>olicy  of  promiRing  high  oflico  or  income  to  Huch.    Franklin  to  Lithy  Apr.  6, 1777. 
Con.<iderations  applicable  to  Riich  cases.     Franklin  to  IVnfthington,  .Juno  2:t,  1777. 
Policy  of  Congress  in  respect  to  engiigomcnts  made  in  Franco  concerning.     Lovefl 

to  JVazhington,  July  24,  1777. 
Right  to  issue  permanent  commissions  to,  in  Franco  disputed.     Congress,  Sept.  8, 

1777. 
Franklin's  caution  as  to  engagement  of.     Franklin  to  LovcU,  Oct.  17,  1777. 
Their  engagements  in  America  and  occasional  return.     CommiUce  to  Commisiion' 

ers,  Dec.  1,  1777. 
Difficulties  as  to  some  of  tlicni ;  lloltzendorff's  c;i.so.     Franklin  to  Vcrgcnncs,  Dec. 
8,  1779.     (See  UoUzendorff.) 
^^         Grateful  acknowledgment  of  Horviccs  of.     (See /ior^a mi i»r«i/,  Washington.) 
^*  •^NKY.    From  Morris,  June  1,  17cl2. 

(See  Morris  from  Olney,  same  date.) 
^^*^an(;k,  Prince  of— 

From  Congress,  Jan.  3,  1781. 

(See  Congress  to  PHncc  of  Orange,  sanio  date.) 
Disposition  of,  ns  t^  war.     Adamn  to  Congress,  Jan.  ir>,  1781. 
From  Adams,  Apr.  19. 1781. 
(See  Adams  to  Prince  of  (hange,  same  date.) 
^^URNT.     Made  a  free  port.      Vcrgvnnc8  to  La  Fagcttc,  June  29,  1783. 
^STRRMAN.     From  Dana,  May  H,  17KJ. 
(See  Dana  to  Osterman,  Raino  date.) 


2U2  PRELIMINARY   INDEX. 

Oswald— 

Scrvicos  of,  ns  a  *'  pooco-maker."    Introdnctiou,  $  200. 
To  Franklin.    Peaco  iiegotiatiouB,  J  a  no  5, 1782. 
From  ShdbMne,  May  21,  1782. 

(See  Shelburne  to  Oswald,  samo  date,  in  Franklin* s  journalf  July  1, 1782.) 
From  Franklin f  June  5,  1762. 

(See  Franklin  to  Oswald,  samo  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Juno  i?6,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Oswald,  samo  dato.) 
From  Pranklin,  Juno  11,  1782. 

(Seo  Franklin  to  Oswald,  same  date,  in  /Vanil'/ifrv^'oitiiuil,  July  1,  1782.) 
From  Franklin,  July  12,  1782. 

(Seo  Franklin  to  Oswald,  samo  date.) 
From  /'VanAZtM,  July  28,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Ostvald,  ^amo  date.) 
From  Toivnshend,  Sept.  1,  1782. 

(See  Townshend  to  Oswald,  same  dato.) 
To  /'ranA'h'tt,  as  to  reconciliation,  Sept.  5,  1782. 
From  Franklin,  Sept.  8,  1782. 

(Seo  Franklin  to  Oswald,  same  date.) 
From  2bicii«fcfnrf,  Sept.  ?0,  1782. 

(Seo  Townahcnd  to  Oswald,  Bamo  date.) 
To  Franklin,  inclosing  papers,  Sept.  24,  1782. 

To  Commt98iofier«.     As  to  rt*.8toi  atiou  of  property  to  tories,  No^.  4,  1782. 
Cannot  bo  granted.     Commissioners  to  Oswald,  Nov.  5,  1782. 
From  Adams,  Franklin,  and  Lee,  Nov.  6,  1782. 

(See  Jdams,  Franklin,  and  Lee  to  Ostvald,  same  date.) 
'  ComniisHion  of.     Proceedings  ns  to.    Jay  to  Litnngslon,  Nov.  17, 1782 ;  Liring^lon 
to  Congress,  Dec.  2:^,  1782. 
From  Franklin,  Nov.  26,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Oswald,  same  dato.) 
To  Townshend.     As  to  signature  of  treaty  and  grounds  of  signature,  Nov.  30, 1782. 
From  I'Yanklin,  Jan.  14,  1783. 

(See  I'^ranklin  to  Oswald,  wime  dato.) 
OuTitAGKS,  Brijbisli.     Exasperation  produced  by.     Introduction,  (  22.     (See  Jtrita*n.) 
Paca.    Comninnicatiou  of,  as  to  Artbur  Lee's  incompetency  ns  minister,  Apr.  30,  1779. 
Pacification — 

Requisite  conditions  of.     Franklin  to  Correspondent  at    Brussels,  July  1,  1778. 
Conditions  of.     See  Proceedings  of  Congress^  Feb.  '2'A]  27,  Mar.  17,  19,  22,  24,  May 
8,   12,  22,  Juno  3,  17,  19,  24,  July  1,  12,  17,  22,  24,  29,  31,  Aug.  3,  1 ',  Sopt.9, 

11,  17,  25,  28,  Oct.  9,  13,  1779.     (See  Pcacr,  Treaties.) 
Packkt  boats — 

Employment  of,  by  American  commissioners.     Commissioners  to  Cominittee,  Mar. 

12,  1777. 

Agreement  wilb  Cbaumont  as  to  line  of,  Apr.  — ,  1777. 
Failure  of  scbomo  as  to.     Franklin  to  Lorell,  Juno  2,  1779. 
Paink,  T— 

Wasbington's  view  of  (note).     Gerard  to  Congress,  Jan.  r>,  1779. 

Alleges  Dcaumnrcbnis'  couKignments  to  be  a  gratuity  from  France,  at  wliicb 

Gerard  protesti*,  and  Paine  resigns  as  secretary  to  committee  of  corre8i>ond- 

enco.     Introduction,  (  02. 
(Seo  Gerard  to  Congress,  Jan.  5,  1779.) 
Disavowed  by  Congn^ss,  Jan.  17, 1779. 

To  Moiris.     As  to  RaynevaVs  History  and  Dcano's  letter,  Nov.  27, 1781. 
Palfrev,  W.— 

Appointed  consul-general  to  France.     Lovell  to  Franklin,  Dec.  21,  1780. 
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Palfrbt,  W.—Coniinned. 

Lost  at  aea  on  bis  voyage  oat.    Franklin  to  Adatns,  Feb.  26, 1781 ;  Franklin  to  Con- 
gre9$,  Mar.  12,  1781. 
PAPF.R  MONBT.    Dftugers  of.     Vergennet  to  Adam$f  June  21, 22, 1780 ;  Franklin  to  Con- 

gre$8f  Jnuo  2G,  1780;    Vergenne9  to  Franklin^  June  :I0,  1780.    (See  Morris,) 
Paris  mission.    Plan  for  redaciug  its  expense.    J.  Adams  to  8.  Adams,  May  21, 1778. 
Paris— 

American  legation  at.    Dissensions  in;  proceedings  of  Congress  as  to,  Sept.  11, 

1778,/*.    (See  Franklin,  A.  Lee,  Adams,) 
Miscbief  done  at,  by  baying  too  many  envoys  at.    Introduction,  $$  106, 126, 149. 
Paruamrnt,  Britisb — 

Analogy  from  action  of,  under  Cbarles  I.    Introduction,  $  8. 
Action  of,  on  tbe  petition  of  1775.    Franklin  to  Thomson,  Fob.  5,  1775. 
Its  defects.    Franklin  to  Correspondent  at  Brussels,  July  1,  1778. 
Parties  in.    Introduction,  $^  31/*. 
Parton — 

His  opinion  of  Beauroarcbais.    Introduction,  ^  61. 
Views  of,  as  to  Artbnr  Leo'n  diflTerences  witb  Franlclin.     Thid.,  $  145. 
Parsks.    Mediterranean,  called  in  by  Great  Britain.     Dcane  to  CommitUe,  Oct.  1, 1776. 
Passport  for  ship.    Form  ailoptcd,  Feb.  6,  1778. 
Passy.    Advantages  of,  as  a  residence.    Introduction,  $  123 ;  Franklin  to  Dumas,  .Jan. 

29,  1777. 
Pattkrson,  Captain.    Misconduct  of.    Harrison  et  ah  to  liinffham,  Feb.  1,  1777. 
PaymastkrQkneral.     From  Morris  to,  Aug.  2,  1783. 

(See  Morris  to  Paymaster-General,  snme  date.) 
Pback-makrrs.    English  volunteers  acting  as.    Intro<luction,  $  197. 
Pkack  negotiations  in  1782.    {See  Adams,  Franklin,  Hartley,  Jay,  Livingston,  Luzerne, ) 
Pback,  separate- 
Pledge  of  commissioners  as  to,  Feb.  2, 1777. 
'  Special  mission  as  to,  in  1779;  advice  of,  Gerard  as  to.     Gerard  to  Congress,  Jan. 
14,  Feb.  15, 23, 24, 1779. 
Communication  to  Congress  of  Luzerno  as  to,  Sept.  24, 1780. 
Between  Holland  and  Kiifrlaiid  not  probable.     Adawa  to  Congre^ft^  Fob.  15, 1781. 
Negotiation  of.     Huntington  to  Franklin,  June  19, 17H1 ;  Huntington  to  Adams,  Juno 

20, 1781. 
Importance  of  ministers  abroad  being  instructed  as  to.      Luzerne  to  Congress, 

May  26, 1781. 
Terms  of,  as  to  bounderies  and  fisberics.     Liringslou  to  Franklin,  Jan.  7,  1782. 

(See  Preliminaries.) 
Views  of  Madison  as  to.     Madison  to  E.  Bandolph,  May  14,  1782.     (See  Treatise.) 
linyal  warrant  for  negutiatioii  of,  July  25,  1782. 

Articles  agreed  upon  as  to,  i>y  connniHsioiierH,  0(;t..  H,  1782.     (See  Prdimfuarics.) 
Articles  of,  Nov.  30,  1782.     (See  PreliminaricH,  TrcntivH.) 
liatiHcatiou  and  proclamation  of.     Mifflin  U)  pyaiikiiu,  .Jan.  14,  1784. 
Katincation  of.     MiJIlin  to  FranUiff,  .Jan.  14,  1781.     (See  PrcnminaHes.) 
Announcoment  of,  to  foreign  sovereigns.     Jay  to  Congress,  Mar.  4,  1784;  Adams 
to  Jay,  Juno  22,  1784. 

FBACR  COMMIS810NKR8— 

Instructions  to.     Proce^ings  of  Congress,  Sept.  28,  1779. 

From  Congress.  Action  of  Con^jresa  as  to  instructionH  to  ;  no  peremptory  instruc- 
tions given  as  to  bonndaries ;  t-o  nndcrtaku  notliinr;  without  tbe  knowledge 
and  concurrence  of  the  niinistors  of  tlio  Kin;^  of  France;  mediation  may  he 
accepted  concurrently  with  France,  hut  only  on  basis  of  independence;  truce 
permissible  if  substance  of  independence  be  granted  and  territory  evacuated  ; 
substance  of  instructions  to  be  commnnieated  to  minister  of  France;  Jay,  \ 
Franklin,  Laurens,  and  Jeflersou  elected  additional  com\\\\8a\oM<it?^^3Mw^v^,SlS^ 
1781.    (See  Prelimitiaries.) 
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Morris,  R. — Coutinued. 

To  Hamilton.    As  to  finances,  Ang.  28|  1782. 

To  IFaahington.    As  to  finances,  Aug.  28,  1782. 

To  Congress.   As  to  liuauces,  Sept.  9,  1782. 

To  IFashingion.    As  to  finances,  8ept.  9,  1782. 

To  CoaUulx  tj'  Co.    As  to  finances,  Sept.  24,  27,  1782. 

To  Adams.    Congratulating  him  on  his  success  in  Holland,  Sept.  27,  1782. 

To  Franklin.    As  to  financial   arrangements;  Popular  uttachuient  to  France 

fidelity  to  French  alliance;  necessity  for  furtlicr  loans,  Sept.  27,  30, 1782. 
To  Franklin.    Asking  in  respect  to  a  convoy,  Oct.  1,  1782. 
To  Luzerne.    As  to  loan,  Oct.  2,  1782. 
To  Hamilton.    As  to  finances,  Oct.  5,  17H2. 
To  Governor  of  North  Carolina.    As  to  finances,  Oct.  7,  1782, 
To  Franklin.    As  to  advances,  Oct.  7,  1782. 
From  Jaif,  Oct.  13,  1782. 

(Sco  Jay  to  Morris ^  same  date.) 
To  irashington.    As  to  supplies  for  Army,  Oct.  15,  1782. 
To  Governor  Greene.    As  to  finances,  Oct.  17,  1782 
From  Washington,  Oct.  18.  1782. 

(See  IVashinglon  to  ^forri8J  name  date.) 
To  Congress.    As  to  finances;  difficulties  as  to  army  contracts,  Oct.  21,  1782. 
To  Governors  of  States,    Ruinous  consequences  of  fallnre  on  the  part  of  the  States 

to  pay  taxes ;  destitution  of  Army,  Oct.  21,  1782. 
To  Governor  of  Rhode  Island.    Financial  difficulties  of,  Oct.  24,  1782. 
To  Franklin,  Adams,  and  Jay.    As  to  closing  of  foreign  accounts.  Sept.  25,  1782. 
To  Franklin.    As  to  charging  to  the  United  States  supplies  sent  to  yirginia,  Oct. 

27,  17tf2. 
From  Adams,  Nov,  6,  1782. 

(See  Adonis  to  Morris,  Hnmo  date.) 
To  Barclay.    As  to  Ills  duties  as  commissioner  at  Paris,  Dec.  5,  1782. 
To  Congress.    As  to  finances  and  coins,  Doc.  12,  1782- 
From  Franklin,  Dec.  14,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Monis,  same  date.) 
From  Washington,  Dec.  20,  1782. 

(See  Washington  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Dec.  23, 178^. 

(Sco  Franklin  io  Morris,  same  date.) 
To  Franklin.     Financial  difiiculties  and  need  of  aid,  Jan.  11,  1783. 
To  Fi'anklin.    Finances  and  salaries,  Jan.  13,  1783. 
To  Grand.     Financial  difiiculties,  Jan.  13,  1783. 

To  Luzerne.    Diflicultioa  connected  with  accounts;   Bcauniarchais*  claim.;    im- 
portance of  further  aid,  Jan.  13,  1783. 
To  Adams.     Importance  of  filling  up  the  Dutch  loan,  Jan.  19,  1783. 
To  Governor  of  Pennsylvania.    Necessity  of  aid,  Jan.  20,  1783. 
To  Washington.    As  to  business  of  Army,  Jan.  21,  1783. 
To  Congress.    As  to  financial  difilcnltlos,  Jan.  24,  Feb.  20,  178^1. 
To  Washington.    As  to  financial  difiiculties;   resignation  and  Hamilton's  com- 
ments thereon,  Feb.  27,  1783,  and  note. 
To  Carmichael.    As  to  bills  drawn  on  Spain,  Mar.  4,  1783. 
From  Franklin,  Mar.  7,  1783. 

(See  Motris  to  Franklin,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.     Necessity  of  vigorous  action  to  savo  XHiblic  credit,  Mar.  8,  1793. 
From  Washington.     ExpriwHiug  confidence.  Mar.  8,  1783. 
To  Congress.     As  to  financial  difficulties,  Mar.  10,  1783. 
To  Greene.    Proposed  resignation ;  fina(Ooial  troubles,  Mar.  14^  1783^ 
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Morris,  R.— Coo  tinned. 

From  Lwserne^  Mar.  15,  1783. 

(See  Liuerne  to  BiorrU,  same  date.) 
To  CoRf  reta.    Some  decided  action  nocesBary  to  secure  the  ooantry  from  bank- 
ruptcy. Mar.  17,  1783. 
His  positiou  in  Congress.    Debat^f  Mar.  18,  1783. 
To  Recdvers  of  Taxe$.    As  to  deficit,  Apr.  7,  1783. 
To  Congress,    Financial  difficulties,  Apr.  14,  1783. 
To  Congress.    Submitting  specimen  of  coin,  Apr.  23,  1783. 
To  Congress.    As  to  resignation,  May  1,  1783. 
To  Congress.    Withdraws  his  resignation,  May  3,  1783. 
To  Lmerne.    Hoping  for  advance  of  money.  May  G,  1783. 
To  Franklin.  *'  Asking  for  accounts.  May  12,  1783. 
To  Bmrolag.    Asking  for  accounts,  May  12, 1783. 
To  Governors  of  States.    As  to  finances,  May  12,  1783. 
To  Congress.    Advising  disbanding  Army,  May  15, 1783. 
To  Greene.    Explaining  and  vindicating  his  position.  May  16,  1783. 
From  Adams,  May  21,  1783. 

(See  Adams  to  Morris,  same  date. ) 
To  Franklin.    Further  earnest  application  for  loan.  May  26,  1783. 
To  Lugerne.    Urging  loan.  May  27,  1783. 
To  Governors.    As  to  aid.  Judo  5,  July  11,  1783. 
From  Adawu,  July  5,  1783. 

(See  Adams  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  July  10,  1783. 

(See  Adams  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  July  11, 1783. 

(See  Adams  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
From  Jag,  July  13,  1783. 

(See  Jag  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
To  Congress.    Report  as  to  finances,  July  15,  1783. 
To  Congress.     As  to  state  of  bin  departoieut,  July  18,  1783. 
Tribute  to.     Jay  to  Morris,  July  20,  1783. 
From  Jag,  July  20,  1783. 

(See  Jay  to  Moiris,  same  date.) 
From  I'Vanklin,  July  27,  1783. 

(See  Franklin  to  Morris^  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  July  28,  1783. 

(See  Adams  to  Morris,  same  date. ) 
To  Governors  of  States.    Finaucial  appeal,  July  28,  1783. 
To  Congress.     Financial  appeal,  July  28,  1783. 
To  Congress.     As  to  ccrtilicatcs,  July  31,  1783. 
To  Congress,     As  to  finances,  Aug.  1,  1783. 
To  milink  4-  Co.    As  to  Dutch  loan,  Aug.  6,  1783. 
From  Washington.    As  to  mouey  for  troops,  Aug.  G,  1783. 

(See  JVaskington  to  MornSf  same  date.) 
From  Lanretxs,  Aug.  9,  1783. 

(See  Laurens  to  Morris^  same  date. ) 
To  Pay  master- General.    As  to  financial  troubles,  Aug.  12,  1783. 
To  Gerry.    As  to  settlenieut  of  accounts,  Aug.  26,  1783. 
From  Washington,  Aug.  30,  1763. 

(See  Washington  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
To  Commissioners  of  Accounts.    Suggesting  certaiu  duties,  Sept.  4,  1783. 
From  Franklin,  Sept.  14,  1783. 

(See  Franklin  to  Morris,  same  date.) 
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Prarson.    Agroomont  with  J.  P.  Jones,  Oot.  3, 1779. 
Pknkt— 

Qiiestiouable  couduct  of.    Veane  to  Committeef  Aug.  18,  1776. 
Caniioiis  as  to  dealing  with.     Commia8ioner$  to  Committeef  Jan.  17,  1777. 
Bnsinesa  position  of.     A,  Lee  to  Commttlee,  Feb.  11,  1778. 
AbRcotiding  and  insolvency  of.    Franklin  to  Morritf  Doc.  14,  17H2^ 
Pknnsylvania  — 

President  of  council  of.    From  MmriSf  Sept.  20,  1781. 

(See  Marrie  to  President  of  Couneil  of  Penneylnania,  same  date.) 
Speaker  of  assembly  of.    From  Jl/orri«,  Sept.  28,  1781. 

(See  Marrie  to  Speaker  of  Aesemhly  of  rennniiltania^  same  date.) 
French  purcbasers  of  real  estate  in.    Litingeion  to  Moore,  Sept.  8, 1780 ;  lAoingeton 
to  Luzerne,  Sept.  12, 1780. 
Petkhs.    From  Franklin,  Sept.  12,  1777. 

(See  Franklin  to  Peters^  same  date.) 
Petition  to  Kino  of  Qukat  Britain  of  1775.    Franklin's  acooont  of.    Franklin  to 
Thomson  Feb.  5,  1776.    (See  Franklin^e  natrative  of  Mar.  22,  1775 ;  Franklin  to 
Pricalley,  Jn\y  7,  1778.) 
Petrir.    Statement  of,  discredited.    A,  Lee  to  Congrese,  Apr.  20,  1779. 

Quarrel  with  W.  Leo  as  to  who  betrayed  diplomatic  secrets.    Introduction,  f  177. 
Phelps.    From  Morrie,  Mar.  30, 1782. 
(See  Morrie  to  Phelps,  same  date.) 

PlIILIDELrillA — 

Capture  of,  by  Howe.     Committee  to  Commissioners,  Oct.  G,  1777. 
Discreditable  conduct  of  British  in,  in  1778.    Introduotiou,  $  23. 
Iloartlessness  of  abandonment  of  loyalists  in.    Jbid.,  $  24. 
Evacuation  of,  by  British.     Committee  to  Commissioners,  June  21,  1778L 
Mutiny  in,  in  1783.     Jhudinot  to  Congress,  July  15,  1783. 

PlIILLIMOKB— 

His  view  as  to  the  clToct  of  the  treaties  between  France  and  the  United  Btateo, 

and  the  consequent  declaration  of  war.    Introduction,  (  49. 
View  of,  as  to  French  neutrality  in  1777.     Ibid,,  $  102. 

PiCKRKINO— 

Croakiugs  of,  deprecated.    Adams  to  Dana,  Feb.  8,  1781. 
His  unfriendliness  to  Washington.    Introduction,  $  U. 
Pillage.    British,  in  war.    (See  Jirilain.) 

PiKACY— 

Act  of,  in  betrayal  by  crow  of  vessel  to  enemy.    Franklin  et  ah  to  Oermaine,  Feb. 

7,  1777. 
May  include  British  seizures  of  foreign  ships  without  declaration  of  war.  Frank- 
lin to  Dumas,  Jan.  18,  1781. 
Pliarnr,  Prnet  &  Co.    To  receive  prizes  at  all  French  ports  except  Bordeaux,  Dan- 
kirk,  and  Havre  de  Grace.     Committee  io  Commissioners,  Oct,  2i,  1770,    (Seo 
J'citct.) 
Pledge  of  commissioners  at  Paris  as  to  sepahatk  peace,  Feb.  2,  1777. 
Pitt,  William— 

The  father.     (See  Chaiham.) 

The  son.     Policy  of,  towards  America.     lutroduction,  $  32. 
PLITIIAUTY  ok  envoys.    Impolicy  of  having.     Ibid.^  ^  106. 
Popk/s  nuncio  to  Congress.    As  to  toleration  of  a  bishop  in  the  United  States,  Jnly 

28,  1783. 
Porta I L — 

Contract  with.  Fob.  13,  1777. 

Letter  commending.     Livingston  to  Franklin,  Nov.  24,  1781. 
(See  Du  Portail,  lutrotluctiou,  $  78.) 
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Portland,  Duke  of.    Views  as  to  importauce  of  a  miutster  from  tbe  Uuited  States  at 

Loiidoo.     LanreM  to  MiHi»ler»  at  Pariv,  Ang.  9,  1783. 
JPoRTS.  Those  opou  to  America  iu  1777.    CommisaionerB  to  CommiUeef  Jan.  17,  1777. 

JPOIITUOAL— 

Interview  witli  ambassador  of;  war  threatened  between  Spain  and.    Deane  to 

Commti/ce,  Ang.  18,  177G. 
Declaration  of  war  against,  advised.    Beawmarchaia  to  CommUtee,  Sept.  15, 1776. 
Commission  should  be  issued  to  seize  ships  of.    Deane  to  Morrie,  Sept.  17, 177G. 
Commission  against,  demanded  by  friends  iu  Europe.     Deane  to  CommiUee,  Oct. 

1. 1776. 
Reported  compliance  with  demand  of  England  for  surrender  of  American  vessels. 

CommiUee  to  Deane,  Oct.  1,  1776. 
King  of,  dead.    Deane  to  Cemmilteef  Doc.  12,  1776. 
Injurious  proclamation  of  Government  of,  protested  agaiuHt.     Franklin  to  Vonle 

de  Lima,  Apr.  26,  1777 ;  Franklin  to  Portugneee  Minister,  Apr.  26,  1777 
Forbids  bringing  prizes  into  her  ports.    (See  Carmichael.) 
Agency  in.    Lorell  to  Dohrman,  July  11, 1780. 
Closes  her  ports  to  prizes  by  armed  vessels.     Carmichael  to  Congreee,  Sept.  9, 1780; 

Adame  to  Congress^  Oct.  6, 1780. 
Position  of,  as  to  armed  neutrality.     Vergennes  to  Lmernet  Feb.  14, 1781. 
Refuses  to  join  the  armed  neutrality.     Carmichael  to  CommiUee,  Feb.  22,  1781. 
Position  of,  in  |>olilics.     Jag  to  Congress,  Apr.  25, 1781. 
Minister  of.    Franklin  to,  as  to  Portuguese  prohibitious,  July  1, 1782. 
Treaty  with.    Franklin  to  Livingston,  June  13,  July  22,  178:). 
Commerce  of.    Inforniatoiu  as  to.    Adams  to  Livingston,  Aug.  1, 1783. 
Kegotiations  with.    Franklin  to  Congress,  Sept.  13, 1783. 
**^^'W'NALL,  Governor..  Desires  to  bo  sent,  conjointly  with  Franklin,  to  America  to 

settle  tbe  differences.    Franklins  narrative  of  negotiations  at  London,  Mar.  22, 

1775.    (For  notice  of  him  see  same) 
^    ■*»ci>icTiON8  OF  BiuTisii  CAMPAIGNS.   Erroueous.     Introduction,  $$  100, 151. 

>^^IMJNARIiE8  OK   PKACK  OK    1782— 

X)ebate  of  Coiigretis  thereon ;  objections  to  the  exclusion  of  Franco  from  the  uc^o- 

tiatious;  particular  objections  to  separate  articlo  ;  fooling  of  Vergonnos  aiul 

Luzerue  at  the  exclusion  of  France,  and  particularly  of  Louis  XVI.     Con- 

gr(ss,  Mar.  12,  1783. 
Opinions  exposscd  in  Congress  as  to  communicating  separate  article  to  Franco; 

general  debate  an  to  the  propriety  of  excluding  France.     Congress^  Mar.  12, 

18,19,22,24,20,1783. 
Iilngland  could  have  obtained  no  better  terms  by  delay.     Adams  to  Vaughauy  Mar. 

12,  1783. 
Analysis  and  opinion  as  to.     Livingston  to  IVaahiugtotif  Mar.  12,  1783 ;  Madison  to 

liandolph,  Mar.  12,  178;). 
Separate  article  should  bo  communicated  to  Franco.   Livingston  to  Congress,  Mar. 

18,  1783 ;  Livingston  to  Commissionei'St  Mar.  25,  178;^. 
^ot  settling  peace  abnolutely,  but  preparatiouM  should  bo  nuule  for  noxt  cauipaigu. 

Luzerne  to  Washington,  Mar.  15,  178^5;   WaHhinglon  to  Luzerne,  Mar.  19,  1783. 
The  article  as  to  loyalists  should  have  been  more  dclinito ;  the  course  of  tho  com- 

missiouers  in  withholdiug  tho  uegotiatious  from  France  and  not  coniuiuni- 

catiug  the  separate  article  open  to  gravo  censure.     Livingston  to  Commission^ 

er»,Mar.  25,  1783;  Livingston  to  Franklin,  Mar.  26,  1783. 
Ratified  before  arrival  of  definitive  treaty,  excex)t  separate  article,  which  became 

iuoperafive,  Apr.  21,  1783. 
Separate  article  explained.    Adams,  Franklin  and  Jay  to  Livingston,  July  18,  1783, 
''Pbbsent8"to  foreign  officials  on  tukaty-making.    Tho  Uuited  States  do  not 

give.    Livingston  to  Dana,  May  1, 1783 ;  Prooeedings  oj  Congress,  May  21, 178^^ 

(See  Gr<^Hiti^,) 
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PRE8IDRNT  OF  PENNSYLVANIA.    From  MorrUt  Jnn.  80, 1783. 

,  (Soe  Morris  to  President  of  FennsylvaniOf  same  daio.)    (See  Seed,) 
Price,  Dr. — 

Resolutions  of  Congress  as  to,  Oct.  G,  177d. 

From  Commianouers,    Invitation  to  the  United  States  to  advise  as  to  fiDancoe, 

Dec.  7,  1778. 
(See  Commissioners  to  Price^  samo  date.) 
To  Franklin,    Declines  a  financial  post  in  the  United  States,  Jan.  18,  1878.    (See 

note  for  notice  of.) 
To  A.  TjCC,    Declines  position  in  America,  Jan.  18, 1779. 
Prikstlky.    From  Franklin,  July  7,  1775. 

(See  Franklin  to  Priestley,  samo  date.    Soe  note  for  notice  of.) 
From  Franklin,  Oct.  13,  1775. 

(See  Franklin  to  Priestley,  same  date.) 
From  pyanklin  (probably),  1779. 
(See  Franklin  to  Priestley,  same  date.) 
**  PiUNCR  Fkhdinand.''    Suggested  as  commander-in-cbiof.    Deane  to  CcmmiiUet  Deo. 

G,  177G. 
PiUNGLK,  interview  with  Franklin.     Pringle  to  Izard,  April  2G,  1778. 
PKIBONKUS,  American,  ill-treatment  of,  by  Hritisb.     Commissioners  to  Committee^  Mar. 
12,  1777 ;  Franklin  to  Cooper,  Dec.  11, 1777 ;  Commissioners  to  Lord  North,  Dec. 
12,  1777.      (See  nriiain,) 
(See  Franklin  to  Ilartley ;  and  see  also  Ethan  Allen,) 
Better  treatment  of,  called  for.    Franklin  to  Hartley,  Oct  14, 1777. 
Kxcbange  of.     Commissioners  to  Sartine,  May  14;  Aug.  13,1778;  Sartine  to  Com- 
missioners, Aug.  16,  1778;  Commissioners  to  Committee,  Sept.  17, 1778 ;  Franklin 
to  Hartley,  Feb.  2,  1780;  Franklin  to  Jay,  Apr.  24,  1782.    And  see  furtbor 
references,  index,  Franklin. 
British,  in  France.    Commissioners  to  Sartine,  July  IG,  1778: 
Taken  in  America.    Gerard  to  Congress,  July  14,  1778. 
American,  in  England.     Address  of  commissioners  to,  Sept.  20,  1778. 
Taken  by  France,  when  compelled  to  servo  in  British  army.    Commissioners  to 
Pi-isoncrs,  Oct.  15,  1778;  Sartine  to  Commissioners,  Oct.  26,  Nov.  14, 1778;  Com- 
missioncrs  to  Sartine,  Oct.  30,  1778. 
Exchange  and  relief  of,  in  England.    Commissioners  to  Sartine,  Nov.  13,  1778. 
Bad  treatment  of,  in  England.    Commissioners  to  Sartine,  Nov.  13,  1778;  Commis- 
sionei's  to  Vergenncs,  Jan.  1,  1779;  Sartine  to  Commissiomrs,  Jan.  13,  1779; 
Franklin  to  Hodgson,  Feb.  26, 1780;  Franklin  to  Congress,  Mar.  4, 1780;  Franklin 
to  Jay,  Aug.  3,  1781 ;  Franklin  to  Congress,  Nov.  5,  1781 ;  Livingston  to  Dana, 
May  29,  1782. 
Hold  in  England  as  rebels.'  Note  to  Commissioners  to  Committee,  March  12,  1777. 
P^xcliange  of,  between  France  and  England.     Adams  to  Congress,  May  3, 1780. 

(See  Franklin  to  Committee,  May  25,  1779;  May  31, 1780. 
American,  roliet  to,  in  France,     l^^anklin  to  Schweighauser,  Sept.  17,  1779. 
Proposed  final  release  of.     Franklin  to  Hartley,  Apr.  5,  1782;  Livingston  to  Wash- 
ington, May  29,  1783;  Livingston  to  Greene,  Apr.  12,  1783;   Washington  to  Liv- 
ingston, Apr.  22,  1783;  Franklin  to  Livingston,  July  22,  1783. 
Privatbeiuno— 

An  effective  diplomatic  agency.     Introduction,  $  1. 

Activity  in  New  England  in.    Mon'is  to  Commissioners,  Dec.  21,  177G. 

English  resorting  to,  in  1777.     Note  as  to,  in  letter  of  Jp^n.5,  1777  ;  so  in  letter  of 

Feb.  14,  1777. 
Importance  of.    Adams  to  Congress,  Sept.  16, 1780. 

Proclamation  of  the  States-Qeneral  encouraging.  Adams  to  Congress,  J  tin,  IS^  1781, 
Plan  for  surrender  of.    Franklin  to  Oswald,  Jan.  14,  1783. 
Objected  to  by  Jay  and  Franklin.     Jay  to  Thomson,  Sept.  12, 1783, 
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RAlTDOLni— * 

Fh»  JfMKM»|  If  1^  li,  179. 

(See  MtM$9m  to  Rmndolpk,  sfttne  date.) 
Vnm  ifMHtm,  Sept.  94, 1789. 

(See  MUi$9m  to  Btrndotpk^  same  date.) 
Fron  MmUmn,  Sept  90, 1782.) 

(See  JTmNmii  to  JEeiMfolpA,  same  date. ) 
From  JTMNfea,  Mar.  18, 1783. 

(See  Jf«lif0»  to  Bmndolpk^  same  date.) 
Fhmi  ir«liM»,  Mar.  18, 1783. 

(See  Mmiimn  to  iteiMiolfft,  raiue  date.) 
From  JfMKfOJi,  Apr.  1, 1783. 

(See  VeiRaoa  to  BmmdolpK  mom  date.) 
From  ifaMeii,  Sept.  13, 1783. 

(See  JfiMlifea  to  JTmb^,  same  date.) 
Rahqbb,  ahlp.  Prises  of.    (kmmMiomn  to  Iflfl/emt,  Mi^  95, 1778. 

lUliriCATIO^f  BY  GBOBOII  III  or  PRBUMIKAKY  ART1CLK8  OV  TUEATT,  Aog.  6,  1783. 

(See  PrMndmmrim  of  1788. 
R&TinGATiON  or  DBFiNmyi  TRKATY.    (8eo  DrJinitUi€  Irealjf. ) 
R&TiriCAtioir  or  tbbatib8.    Forai  of.    liarile^  to  Frtmklinf  Jane  1, 1784;  FnmhUn 

to  Hmrtl00,  Jone  8, 1784. 
Rat  dr  CuAOMOirr.    (See  Ckmmwumt.) 
Kayibvai^— 

Position  of.    Intiodoetion,  i  41. 

Iteporl  on  Ameriea  of,  Mar.,  1776.    (See  Ibid,  f  30.) 

Froin  Frtmiain,  Mar.  11,  1781. 

(See  jPWmUia  to  Smjfneoal,  same  date. ) 
From  Ji^rmikUm,  Mar.  98,  1782. 

(See  I^rmmkHM  to  Mmfnevalf  aumie  date.) 
To  JJoMt,  July  9, 1781. 

To  F^rmmkiin.    As  to  o^eriores  of  peace,  Apr.  19, 1782. 
Partieipation  in  peace  negotiationii.    (See  FratikHn^a  joiinial,  given  under  date  of 

July  1,  1782.) 
Hismlssion  to  England  one  of  investigation.    Franklin  to  Livingnton^  Oct.  14, 17d2. 
Diacassion  with,  as  to  Mississippi  Valley.    Jay  to  JAvintjHion,  Nov.  19, 1782. 
To  Franklin.    As  to  signatures  of  treaties,  Aug.  29,  1783. 
Parting  tribute  to  Franklin.    Introdnctton,  f  128. 
Raynal'8  History.    Observations  on.    Paine  to  Morris,  Nov.  90,  1781. 
Rkcaptorks.    French  and  Dutch  convention  as  to.    Adama  to  Congress,  May  25, 17til. 
Reckivrrs  or  CoifTiMKNTAL  TAXES.    Froni  Morris,  Apr.  7, 1783. 
(See  Morris  to  Roeeivers  of  Continental  Taxes,  same  date.) 

^ECIPHociTT— 

The  pro|)er  basis  of  commercial  treaties.    Jay  to  Thomson,  Sept.  12,  1783 ;  Jag 

to  Uvingslan,  Sept.  18, 1783. 
To  Ih)  the  basis  of  commercial  treaties.    Resolution  of  Congress,  Oct.  29, 1783. 

KitCUNciUATlON— 

^lau  of.    Lord  Chatham's.    Franklin  to  Thomson,  Fob.  5, 1775.    (See  Franklin^s 
narrative  of  negotiations  at  London,  Mar.  22, 177«').) 

Snbniitted  to  Lord  Howe  by  Franklin.     Franklin^s  narrative  of  negotiations  at 
London,  Mar.  99, 1775. 

Proposed  by  Barclay  and  Fotbergill.    Franklin^s  nan'ative  of  negotiations  at  Lon- 
don, Mar.  92, 1775. 

Lord  Howe's  mission  of.    llotve  to  Franklin,  June  20, 177G. 

Lord  Howe  without  power  to  make  terms  of.    Howe  to  Franklin,  Aug.  10, 177Q. 
U  wrtv 
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PitiZK  MONKY.    Action  of  Congresfi  as  to,  Miir.  It,  Moy  22,  1782. 

Pkoduck,  American.    To  be  forwarded  to  France  in  paymoni  of  adTtnee^,     Cmi- 

mUsioners  to  Secret  Cammitteef  Jan.  17, 1777.   (See  Supplim^  FramH^,  Hcojm). 
PiioviDRNCK,  sbip.    Seixuro  of,  complained  of  by  Denmark.     Verfeitmu  to  FramkUn^ 

Apr.  2:j,  1782. 
Provisions  for  Franck.    Gerard  to  ContprenB^  Jnly  5,  1779. 

Provisional  tukaty  of  1782.    (See  Prelimnarie* ;  Adame,  Jay,  Ftanklint  Hviiig9ton.) 
Prussia — See  A.  Lee,  Schuleuberg. 

Attitude  of,  to  tlie  United  States.    Introduction,  ^  90. 

Non-recognition  of  United  States  based  on  desire  to  use  commercial  advantages 

of  neutrality.     Ibid,  §§  91,  93. 
Prospects  of  obtaining  supplies  from.    Vcane  to  Cammittw  Aug.  18,  1776. 
Importance  of  treating  witb.     Deane  to  Commitieef  Oct.  1, 1776. 
Expected  overtures  from  the  King  of     Deane  to  Jay,  Dee.  3, 1776. 
Informed  of  intention  to  send  minister  to.     Commiesioners  to  Sokulenberg,  Apr.  19, 

1777. 
A.  I^ee's  preparations  to  visit,  May,  13, 1777.    (See  A,  Lee,) 
Minister  uf,  a<l vises  A.  Lee  to  postpone  bis  visit  to  Berlin.    Schulenherg  to  A,  Lee, 

May  25,  1777. 
Reasons  for  apidication  to,  for  aid.     Commieaioncre  to  Committee,  May  85,1877* 

(See  Introduction,  ^  144.) 
A.  Leo's  arrival  at  Berlin  and  theft  of  his  papers.    A.  Lee  to  Commiesionert,  June 

28, 1777.   (See  Introduction,  ^  144, 193.)    (See  Frcdefuck. ) 
Advantages  to,  from  commerce  witb  Uuit^  States.    A,  Lee  to  King  of  Pru99iaj 

June  29, 1777. 
Refuses  entrance  to  American  privateers.     Schulenberg  to  A.  Lee,  Oct.  8,  1777, 
Declines  peremptorily  to  receive  W.  Lee.   Schnlenberg  to  A.  Lee,  Nov.  28, 1777,   (See 

Introduction,  $$  144, 177.) 
.  **  Will  not  be  the  last  power  to  acknowledge  "  independence.    Schulenberg  to  J,  Leei 

Dec.  18, 1777,  note.    (See  Introduction,  ^  90,91.) 
Refuses  transit  to  British  troops.   Schnlenberg  to  A,  Lee,  Dec.  23,  1777;   JF.  Lee  to 

Thomson,  Jan.  2, 1778 ;  A,  Lee  to  Committee^  June  5, 1778. 
Good  wishes  for  America,  and  will  recognize  indu|)eiidence  of,  next  after  Franre, 

SchuUnberg  to  A,  Lee,  Jan.  16, 177^.     (See  Introduction,  $$  90,  91.) 
Declines  to  acknowledge  American  independence.   J,  Adams  to  8,  Adame,  May  21, 

1778 ;  A,  Lee  to  Commitieef  June  1, 1778. 
Gives  facilities  to  American  merchants.     fV.  Lee  to  Committee,  Feb.  25, 1779. 
Correspondence  as  to  duty  of  W.  Lee  to  call  on  Prussia  to  comply  witb  promise. 

to  ackuowledgo  independence  of  Unit'e<l  States.    Izard  and  A,  Lee  to  W.  Lett 

June  23, 1779. 
Attitude  of,  to  the  Uuit-ed  States  in  1781.     1V,Lee  to  Congress,  Feb,  10, 1781.    (See 

Introduction  H  ^y  91')» 
Further  negotiations  with.     Adams  to  Congress,  Mar.  2, 1784. 
Public  DKHT.    (See  3/orri«.) 
Pulaski.    Recommendations  of.    Franklin  to  fra«A{irf7/oYf,  June  13, 1777. 

PULTKNKY— 

Services  of,  as  a  peace  interrae<liary.     Introduction,  $  203. 

Asks  Franklin  for  an  interview.  Mar.  29,  1778. 

From  Franklin,    Informed  that  independence  is  a  sine  qua  non,  Mar.  30,  1778. 

(See  Franklin  to  Pulteney,  same  date  ;  and  see  Franklin  to  Bancroft,  Apr.  16, 1778. 
Franklin's  disapproval  of  his  suggestions  of  peace.    Franklin  to  Reed,  Mar.  19, 
1780. 

Puritanism.    An  element  in  American  politics.    Introducti/j^,  ^}  8, 146,  156, 209,  /; 
Rapiers.    Estate  of.    Luzerne  to  Uvingston,  Ajiv.  17,  178^^,    ^    '  '       '    '  " 
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X^sAHDOLPn— ' 

From  Madimm,  May  14,  1782. 

(See  Hodifon  to  Bandolph,  samo  date.) 
From  Mmdi$om,  Sept.  24,  1782. 

(See  M^diton  to  Bandolph ,  name  date.) 
From  ilMUMN,  Sept.  30,  1782.) 

(See  IfoiNaofi  to  JZumtolpA,  same  date.) 
From  Madison,  Mar.  12,  1783. 

(See  Madison  to  Bandolph,  name  date.) 
From  Madison,  Mar.  18,  1783. 

(See  Madison  to  Bandolph,  eamo  date.) 
From  Madison,  Apr.  1,  1783. 

(See  IfAdJfoii  to  Bandolph,  same  date.) 
From  Madison,  Sept.  13,  1783. 

(See  if oiiMon  to  J7aiuIoI|»A,  same  date.) 
1^-^  NQKR,  ship.   Prises  of.     Commissiomrs  to  fniliama,  May  25,  1778. 

^--^IIFICATION  BY  QKOROK  III  OF  PRBMMIKAHY   ART1CLK8  OF   TUEATY,  Aug.  6,  1783. 

(See  PrsUwUnarios  of  1782. 
^-^TIFICATIOW  OF  DKFIWITIVE  TREATY.     (See  DrfiniHvc  trtaltf. ) 
^-^.-TiriCATioM  OF  TREATIES.    Forni  of.     Uartlojf  to  Franklin,  Juuo  1,  1784;  Franklin 

to  Ilartleif,  Jone  2,  1784. 
^  -^^  T  DK  CuAUMONT.    (See  Chaumont,) 

^-^  ^NRVAL — 

Positioti  of.    lotrodoction,  f  41. 

Report  ou  America  of.  Mar.,  177G.    (See  IHd,  ^  3G.) 

From  Franklin,  Mar.  11,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Baynetal,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Mar.  22,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Bagnooal,  name  date.) 
To  Adams,  July  9,  1781. 

To  Franklin.    As  to  overtures  of  peace,  Apr.  12,  1782. 
Participation  in  peace  nogotiation».     (See  Fraiiklin^sjoiinm!,  given  under  date  of 

July  1,  1782.) 
IlismissioQ  to  England  one  of  investigation.     Franklin  to  Lirtngnlon,  Oct.  It,  1782. 
Discussion  with,  as  to  Mississippi  Valley.    Jay  to  JArbujHloUy  Nuv.  19,  1782. 
To  Franklin.    As  to  signatures  of  treaties,  Aug.  29,  1783. 
Parting  tribute  to  Franklin.     Introduction,  $  128. 

Baynal's  History.     Observations  on.     Paine  to  Morrin,  Nov.  2(5,  1781. 
H*"-<~?APTUKE8.     French  and  Dutch  convention  tis  to.    Adams  to  Congress,  May  25, 1781. 
H*"-VTKiVKR8  OF  Continental  taxes.     From  Morris,  Apr.  7, 1783. 

(See  Morris  to  Beceivers  of  Continental  Taxes,  sauio  duto.) 
U^c:  I PUOCITY — 

Tlio  pro|)er  basis  of  commercial  treaties.     Jay  to  Thomson,  Sept.  12,  1783;  Jay 

to  Livingston,  Sept.  18, 178:1. 
To  bo  tbe  basis  of  commercial  treaties.     Besolution  of  Congress,  Oct.  29, 1783. 

H^'CoNciUATION— 

IMau  of.  Lord  Chatham's.  lYanklin  to  T/i<wn»on,  Fob.  f),  1775.  {^q  Franklin* s 
narrative  of  negotiations  at  Jxtndon,  Mar.  22, 1775. ) 

Submitted  to  Lord  Howe  by  Franklin.  Fi'anklin^s  narrative  of  negotiations  at 
London,  Mar.  22, 1775. 

Proposed  bj'  Barclay  and  Fothergill.  lYanklin^s  narrative  of  negotiations  at  Lon- 
don, Mar.  22, 1775. 

Lonl  Howe's  mission  of.     Howe  1o  Franklin,  Juno  20, 1770. 

Lord  Howe  without  power  to  make  terms  of.     Howe  to  I'Yanklin,  Aug.  10, 1776. 

1    A      -MTVV 
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Rhconciliation— Coutiuuod. 

Not  possible  iiiilods  iiidopendenoo  of  the  United  States  is  aoknowledgod  by  Eng- 

laud,  Dec.  21, 1776. 
Between  America  aud  Britain.    No  prosjiects  of,  in  Jane,  1777.    DtUM  to  DmmM^ 

June  7,  1777. 
Not  possible  until  independence  is  acknowledged,     drngrmif  Not.  94, 1777. 
Rrrd,  President  of  Pennsylvania — 

To  Gerard,    As  to  liolkor  aifair,  July  31,  177U. 
From  Franklin^  Mar.  9,  1780. 

(See  Franklin  to  Reedf  same  date.) 
From  La  FayeUe,  May  31,  1780. 
(See  La  F'ayette  to  JUedf  same  date.) 
Refugrbs  in  England — 

Mischief  done  by.     Introduction,  ^  28. 

Maltreatment  of,  by  British.     Ibid,,  ^  24.     (See  LoyalUU,  Tories.) 

Instruction  of  Congress  against  restoration  of,  Oct.  18,  1776. 

Mischievous  influence  of.     Adams  to  Congress,  June  17,  1780. 

Evil  effects  of,  in  England ;  should  not  be  tolerated.    Adams  to  Cnshinfff  Deo.  15^ 

1780. 
Restoration  of  property.    Question  as  to.     Oswald  to  CommissionerSfVoy.  4,  1782; 

Sirachey  to  Commissioners^  Nov.  5,  1782 ;  Jdams^  diary,  Nov.  20,  1782. 
Cannot  be  granted.     Commissioners  to  Oswald,  Nov.  5, 1782.    (See  LoyalistSf  Tories,) 
Opposition  of  commissioners  to  re-instatement  of.     Adams  to  Livingston,  Nov.  11, 
1782;  Adams'  Journal,  Nov.  11,  1782,  et  stq.;  FrankHnio  Oswald,  Nov. 95, 1782. 
Rkndon,  F.-~ 

To  Congress,    Application  for  relief,  Sept.  24,  1781. 
From  Livingston,  Juno  6,  1782. 
(Sue  Livingston  to  Rendon,  same  date). 
Rkprisal,  ship.    To  cruise  in  European  waters.     Committee  to  Commissioners,  Oct.  24, 

1776. 
Resolution,  ship.     Case  of.    Ijfueme  to  Livingston,  Feb.  18,  1762;  Livingston  toXii- 

zerne,  Feb.  20,  1782 ;  Livingston  to  Congress,  Fob.  21,  1782. 
Revolution  of  1776— 

Justice  and  necessity  of.     Introduction,  ^  20. 

Distinct  schools  of  statesmen  in  liberattve  and  constructive.    Ibid,,  ^  91,  Jf, 
Constituiioniil  development  under.     Ibid,,  $$  209,  jT* 
Rkyolutions,  British.     Parallelisms  with  our  own.    Ib\d.,^H, 
Reynst.     From  J,  P,  Jones,  Dec.  17, 1779. 

(Sce«/o7fr4  to  Ifeynst,  same  date.) 
Rii9i>E  Island.   Appeal  to  governor  of,  for  funds.    Morris  to  Governors  of  States,  J  ah. 

14,  1782,  nnd  on  other  dates. 
Richmond,  Duke  of.   Speech  on  the  plan  of  reconciliation.  Franklin  to  Thomson,Feh, 

r>,  1775. 
RiPLKY,  M.    Papers  on  naval  aflairs  sent  by.     Commissioners  to  Congress,  Nov.  7, 1778. 
RivF.H.  Minister  at  Paris.    Settlement  of  Beaumarchals*  claim.    Introduction,  4  71. 

RiVINGTON— 

Remains  in  Now  York  after  evacuation.    Livingston  to  Jay,  Nov.2(),  1783. 
Publication  by,  of  tory  papers.    Introduction,  $$  21,  JT*.  163. 

Roc  II  AM  BEAU— 

From  Morris,  Sept.  6, 1781 . 

(See  Morris  t-o  Rovhamhcau,  same  date.) 
From  Morris,  Oct.  1,  1781. 

(See  Morris  {-o  Rochambcau,  same  date.) 
Commands  French  army  »t  Yorktowu.    Livingston  to  Dana,  Oct.  22, 1781,  note. 
From  Morris,  Nov.  15,  17HI. 

(See  Morris  to  Rochambean,  ^aine  date,) 
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RocHAMDKAU — Continaod. 

To  LuMerMB.    As  to  French  campaign,  Apr.  16,  1782. 

From  Luxeme,  June  14,  1782. 
(See  LuMeme  to  RoehamhtaHt  sauio  date.) 

Presontation  of  cannon  to.     Watkington  to  MorriSt  Dec.  20,  1782. 

Tontimonial  of  Congresv  to,  Jan.  1,  1783. 

Action  of  Congress  as  to,  May  1,  1783. 
RocuFORD,  Lord — 

Sent  to  French  conrt  by  Great  Britain. 

Deane  to  Cammitittj  Ang.  18,  177C. 

Beaumarchais'  reply  to.     Fcrgennm  to  Bcaumarchai»,  Apr.  26,  1776. 
"Rockingham  WUI08.''    Policy  of,  to  grant  absolnte  independence.    Introduction, 

$31- 
BoDNBT,  Admiral^ 

Character  and  moyements  of.    Adams  to  Congress,  Mar.  .3,  4,  10,  1780. 

Engagement  of  un  Apr.  7,  1780.    Adams  to  Congress,  .June  1,  17H0. 
''Rodriqubs  Hobtalbz  Sl  Co.''    Relations  of.    Introdnction,  $  61. 

KOOERS— 

Recommended  as  aid  to  Condray.    DMne  to  Commiltee,  Nov.  27,  1776. 
Will  give  information  of  affairs  in  England.    Deane  to  Jay,  Doc.  3,  1776. 
HoiiAN,  Qrand  Master  of  Malta — 
*From  Franklin,  Apr.  6,  1783. 

(See  Franklin  to  Grand  Master  of  Malta,  same  date. ) 
To  Franklin,    Acknowledging  medal,  Jane  21,  1783. 
rtOMAN  Cathouo  bishop  FOR  Amrrica.    (Scc  Franklin  to  Vergennes,  Doc.  15,  1783.) 
HoMiLLT.    Tribate  of,  to  Franklin.    Introdnction,  $  12:1. 

XiosKNCROMB.    To  Waltersdorff,    As  to  Danish  negotiations  with  tho  United  Statcp, 
Feb.  22,  1783. 
(See  FrankUn  to  Rosencrone,  Apr.  13,  1783.) 
lioss— 

Sbip-biiilding  under  direction  of.     Commissionerti  tf)  (.■ommHtcef  Nov.  30,  1777. 
From  Commissioiwrs,    Diflicaltics  as  to  sottloinont  with,  Apr.  13, 1778. 

(See  Franklin,  Lee,  an<l  Adams  to  Ross,  same  date.) 
Fhmii  Aanklin,  Apr.  2G,  1778. 

(See  Ross  to  Franklin ,  same  date.) 
From  Commissioners,    Called  on  fur  an  account,  Sept.  30, 1778, 

(See  Commissioners  to  Roas^  same  duto. ) 
Agent  of  CongreHH,  comtnoiulod.     FraukUn  to  (Congress,  May  31, 1780. 
*  •  Rum."    Question  as  to  export  of,  raised  by  treaty  of  1778.     Introduction,  ^  46, 
I^  USH  t^  Adams,    Political  affairs  in  tho  Unit4)d  States,  Apr.  28, 1780. 

J^USSIA— 

Attitude  of,  to  the  United  States.    Introduction,  ^  1^2. 

Non-recognition  of  United  States  based  on  desire  to  uhc  coniniorcial  advantages 

of  neutrality.     76 id.,  ^  93.     (^ee  Catherine.) 
Preparations  to  send  a  coniniissioner  to  court  of.     Committee  to  Com  mission crst 

Dec.  30,  1776. 
Improbability  of  British  aid  from.     Comwiiwiowrr-a  to  Commitjcv,  Mar.  12,  1777. 
Political  position  of.     A.  Lee  to  Committee,  July  29,  1777. 
Neutrality  observed  by.     Adams  to  Congrcsft,  Apr.  10,  1780. 
Stron<;  position  taken  in  armed  neutrality  by.     Franklin  to  Congress,  Aug.  9, 1780; 

Carmiokael  to  Committee,  Aug.  23,  1780. 
Expected  to  resent  the  declaration  of  war  by  England  against  Holland.     C<ir- 

micha^l  to  Committee,  Jan.  4,  1781. 
Empress  of,  indignant  at  the  memorial  of  Sir  Joseph  Yorke.     Adams  to  Congres^^ 

Jan  14,  1781. 
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Russia — Con  tin  nod . 

Treaty  botween  Denmark  and  Norway,  SwodoD,  HollaDd,  and.    Adamt  to  Congrmtf 

Feb.  1,  1781. 
Coudnot  of  tho  embassador  of.     Carmichael  to  CommitUef  Feb.  89,  1781. 
Mediation  of.    Papers  relative  to,  given  under  date  of  Mar.  12,  1781. 
,  Offers  to  mediate  between  England  and  Holland.    Adam§  to  Congre8$,  Mar.  18, 

1761. 
Franklin's  advice  to  Dana  in  regard  to  bis  condnet  on  his  mission  to.    Dana  to 

Congress,  Mar.  28,  1781. 
Communicating  appointment  as  minister  to,    Dana  to  Vergennet^  Mar,  31,  1781. 
Departure  for,  delayed  for  Vergennes'  answer  to  this  announcement  of  his  mis- 
sion.   Dana  to  Congress,  Mar.  31,  1781. 
Fears  that  Vergonnes  will  put  obstacles  in  the  way  of  his  departure  on  his  mission 

to.     Dana  to  Congress,  Apr.  2,  1781. 
Interview  with  Yergennos  as  to  his  mission  to.    Dana  to  Congress,  Apr.  4, 1781. 
Advice  as  to  conduct  on  his  mission  to,  asked.    Adams  to  Franklin,  Apr.  6,  1781. 
Empress  of.    Separate  mediation  of,  for  Holland.    Adams  to  Congress,  Aug.  16, 

1781. 
Bequest  of  Jennings  that  he  will  accompany  Dana  ou  his  mission  to.    Dana  to 

Jennings,  Apr.  2(),  1781. 
Mediation  of,  betweeu  Ilollaud  and  Britain  accepted.    Adams  to  Congress,  Deo. 

12,  25,  1781. 
Position  of,  as  to  neutral  duties.    Adams  to  Congress,  Jan.  15,  1782. 
Intt^rest  of,  conflicting  with  that  of  Frauco.    Adams'  journal,  Dee.  9,  1782. 
Averse  to  the  American  cause.    Dana  to  Livingston,  note,  May  2,  1783.  ** 

Views  as  to  the  armed  neutrality  proposed  by.    Livingston  to  Congress,  Jane  3, 

1783. 

Proceedings  of  Congress  as  to  mission  to,  May  21,  22,  1783. 

Onicial  papers  as  to.     (See  Dana.) 
RUTLKDOK,  Edward— 

One  of  the  committee  that  confeiTcd  with  Lord  Howe.     Conference  of  F)ranklin 

ivith  Lord  Dom,  Sept.  11,  1776. 
To  Jay,     Warns  against  calial  against  Washington,  Deo.  25,  1778. 
Views  of,  ns  to  instructions  to  peace  coinmiRsioners.     Congress^  Aug.  8,  1782. 
Sackvillk,  Jjonl  (previously  Lord  Guorgc  Germain),  Hritish  colonial  minister  from 

1775  to  1782.    Notice  of;  hostility  to  America.    Introduction,  (  27,  note. 
(See  A,  Lee  to  Colden,  Fob.  14, 1776.) 
Salauiks — 

Of  diplomatic   agents.     Standard  of.     Introdnotion,  $   108.    (See  Livingston  to 

Congress^  May  8,  9,  1782;  Morris  to  Congress,  May  8,  1782;    Franklin  to  Liv- 

ingHton,  Oct.  14,  17H2  ;  and  see  Expenses,  Ministers,  Diplomatic  agents.) 
Of  unemployed  ministers.    (See  Izard,  Lee,  W,) 

Of  foreign  niinisterfl.     I*lan  to  regulate.    J,  Adams  to  S,  Adams,  Feb.  21,  1778. 
Action  to  be  taken  in  respect  to.     Limngston  to  Congress,  Nov.  18,  1781. 
Diplomatic.    What  expenses  they  are  to  cover.    Franklin  to  Adams,  June  11, 

1783.     (See  Ejrprnsvs.) 
SALTrKTRU.    Attempts  to  make.    Franklin  to  Dumas,  Deo.  19,  1775. 
Salva  to  lYanklin  as  to  Algiers,  Apr.  1,  1783. 
Sandwich,  Lord— 

His  insults  to  America.     Introduction,  $  21. 

Ilis  estimate  of  damage  done  by  American  privateers.     Commissioners  to  Commit- 
tee, Feb.  6, 1777.     Note  as  to  his  character,  id. 
Saratoga,  battle  of— 

Announcement  of.     Harrison  et  al.  to  Commissioners  at  Paris,  Oct.  18,  1777, 
Importance  of  event.    Note  to  same. 


PRELIMINARY    INDEX.  213 

Saratoga,  battlo  of— Contluued. 

Influence  of,  in  France.    Introdnction,  $  44. 
Sartink,  French  minister  of  marine — 

To  CommitMioncrs,    Protection  to  American  commorce,  Apr.  20,  1778  (note  as  to). 
From  CommUBionerBf  May  14, 1778. 

(See  Franklin^  Tx^e,  and  Adams  to  SartinCf  same  date.) 
From  CommiM9ioner8f  Jnno  3,  1778. 

(See  Franklii^,  Lee^  and  Adams  to  Sartine^  same  date.) 
To  Commissionern,    As  to  Paul  Jones,  Juno  6,  1778. 
From  Commiationers^  June  15, 1778. 

(See  Franklin^  Lee^  and  Adams  t^  Sartine^  same  date.) 
To  Comminsioncrs,    As  to  American  supplies  for  St.  Pierre  and  Miguelon,  July  14, 

1778. 
From  CommiislonerSf  July  16, 1778. 

(See  Sariine  to  Franklin  ei  at.,  same  date.) 
To  Commi99ioners,    As  to  relief  of  St.  Pierre  and  facilities  for  privateers,  July  29, 

1778. 
From  Commissioners^  Aug.  13, 1778. 

(See  A,  J^ee  and  Adams  to  Sariine,  Ramo  date.) 
To  Commissioners,    Plan  for  rc)>ulating  privatoom,  Aug.  IG,  1778. 
From  Commissioners,  Aug.  1?,  1778. 

(See  Franklin  ei  al.  to  Sariine,  same  date.) 
From  Commissioners,  Sept.  10, 1778. 

(See  Franklin  ei  al,  to  Sariine,  same  date.) 
To  Commi»9ioners,    Kb  to  title  to  prizes,  Sept.  IG,  1778. 
Reply  of  commissionerR,  Sopt.  17, 177H. 

To  Ccmmisbioners,    As  to  tlio  Isabella,  Capt.  McNeil,  Sept.  21, 1778. 
From  Commissioners,  Oct.  2, 1778. 

(See  Franklin  ei  al.  io  Sariine,  same  date.) 
From  Commissioners,  Oct.  12, 1778. 

(See  Franklin  ci  al.  to  Sartinc,   sanio  date.) 
From  Commissiono'S,  Oct.  13,  1778. 

(See  Franklin  ei  al.  to  Sariine,  same  date.) 
To  Commissioners.     As  to  Aniericau  Roauiou  in  Franco,  Oct.  2C,  1778. 
From  Commissioner H^  Oct.  30,  1778. 

(See  Commissioners  to  Sariine,  Baiiio  date.) 
To  Commissioners.     Ah  to  Flcury'H  cjujo,  and  as  to  priwmcrH,  Nov.  12,  14,  1778. 
Yrom  Commissioners,  Nov.  15,  1778. 

(See  Franklin  ei  al.  to  Sariine,  sanio  date.) 
From  Commiftnionern,  Jan.  2,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  ci  al.  to  Sartine,  same  date.) 
To  Commissioners.    As  to  relief  of  ))ri8<)uerR,  Jan.  13,  1779. 
From  Franklin,  Feb.  25,  1779. 

(Soo  Franklin  to  Sartine,  sanio  date.) 
To  Adams.     As  to  bis  dojiarturc,  Feb.  2H,  1779. 
From  Franklin,  Mar.  2,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  tSartine,  Hanio  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Apr.  18,  1779. 

(See  J'Yanklin  to  Sartinc,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Apr.  23,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  Sartine,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  May  8,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  Sariine,  same  date.) 
From  Jdnnw,  Oct.  (>,  1779. 

(See  ^(fama  to  tSartine,  same  date. ) 
From  I'Vanklin,  Oct.  lf>,  1771;. 
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Saktink,  French  minister  of  niArioe — Contioned. 

To  Adanis.    Personal  as  to  his  Toyage,  Deo.  31, 1779. 

(See  i'VaifJIr/tA  to  Sartitiey  same  date.) 
From  Adamff  Fob.  13,  1780. 

(See  Adams  to  SarlinCf  same  date.) 
From  Franklin^  Mar.  20,  1780. 

(See  Franklin  to  Sartinef  same  date.) 
From  FrankHn,  May  30,  1782.     . 

(See  Franklin  to  SariinCf  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  June  27,  1780. 

(See  Franklin  to  Sartine,  same  date.) 
Replaced  as  minister  of  marine  by  Castries.    Franklin  to  Congreti,  Deo.  3, 1780. 
Savagrs.    Employment  of,  denounced.    Introduction,  f  22. 
Saxony.   Proposition  for  minister  to  the  United  States.   Oandarjf  to  Carmickaef,  July 

28,  1783;  Carmickael  to  TAvingaUm,  July  29,  Aug.  20, 1783. 
Satrr,  Stkpiikn,  one  of  Wilkes'  sheriffs  and  secretary  to  Arthur  Lee — 
Dinrepntable  character  of.    Introduction,  ff  146,  150,  192,/*. 
Goes  to  Berlin  as  secretary  to  A.  Lee.    A,  Lee  to  Committeef  June  11, 1777. 
SCHLOSSKR.    Opinion  of,  of  Arthur  Lee.    Introduction,  i  14{i. 
Schuyler— 

Fnim  Morna,  May  29,  1781. 

(See  Morris  to  Schuyler,  same  date.) 
From  Jay,  Sept.  IG,  178:J. 

(See  Jay  to  Schuyler,  same  date.) 
SciiULRNRERO,  Prussian  minister. 

From  Commissioners  at  Paris,    Stating  intention  of  sending  envoy  to  Berlin,  Apr. 

19,  1777. 
From  A.  Lee.    Saying  he  proposes  to  make  the  Journey  as  minister  to  Berlin,  May 

8,  1777. 
To  A,  Lee.    Hoping  he  will  not  come,  May  20,  1777. 
From  A.  LeCy  June  5,  1777. 

(Soe  A.  Lee  to  SchHlenhery,  same  date.) 
From   A.  Lee,  Juno  7,  1777. 

(See  A.  Lee  to  Schulenbcrg,  same  date.) 
To  A.  Lee,    Who  can  bo  received  at  Berlin  only  in  a  private  capacity,  June  9, 

1777. 
From  A,  Lee,  June  10,  1777. 

( See  A.  Lee  to  Schiilenberg,  same  date. ) 
To  A.  Lee.    Will  consider  as  to  commercial  intercourse,  June  18,  1777. 
From  A.  Lee,  Juno  20,  1777. 

(See  A.  Lee  to  Schulcnherg,  same  date.) 
To  A.  Lee,    Will  inquire  as  to  privateers,  Juno  2G,  1777. 
From  A,  Lee,  Aug.  13,  1777. 

(See  A.  Lee  to  Schulenherg,  same  date.) 
From  A.  Lee,  Sept.  21,  1777. 

(See  A.  Lee  to  Schulcnberg,  same  date.) 
To  A.  Lee,    Refusing  American  privateers  entrance  in  Prussia,  Oct.  8, 1777. 
From  A.  Lee,  Oct.  23,  1777. 

(See  A,  Lee  to  Schulenherg,  same  date.) 
From  A,  Lee,  Nov.  13,  1777. 

(See  *A.  Lee  to  Schulenherg,  same  date.) 
To  A.  Lee.     Peremptorily  refuses  to  receive  him,  Nov.  28,  1777. 
From  A,  Lee,  Dec.  11,  1777. 

(See  A.  fjee  to  Schulenherg,  same  date.) 
To  A,  Lee,    May  hereafter  acknowledge  the  United  States,  Dec.  18,  1777. 
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SciiULiCKBKttOy  Prnseian  minister— Continuo<1. 

To  A.  Lee  refuaas  transit  to  British  troops,  Doc.  23, 1777* 
From  A.  Lee,  Fob.  2,  1778. 

(See  A,  Lee  to  Sehulenberfff  same  date.) 
To  A.  Lee,  expressive  of  jrood  feelings,  Jan.  IG',  1778. 
From  A,  Lee,  Oct.  21,  1778. 

(See  A,  Lee  to  Schutenherg,  same  date.) 
From  A.  Lee,  Dec.  25,  1778. 

(See  A.  Lee  to  Sehulenherg,  same  date.) 

ScnWKIGilAUSKR — 

Business  position  of.    A,  Lee  to  Committee,  Feb.  11, 1777. 
Dnties  of.     CommiesianerB  to  }Villiam8,  May  25,  1778. 
References  to.    Dtane  to  Congrees,  Oct.  14,  1778. 
From  Cammisei&ners,  Feb.  10,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  and  Adame  to  SrhweighnnMrr^  sAnio  date.) 
Expenses  of  agency  of.    Franklin  to  Committee,  May  26,  1779. 
From  Franklin,  Sept.*17,  1779. 

(See  IVankUn to  Schweighauaer,  same  date.) 

Scotch— 

Jnnins'  hatred  of,  adopted  by  Arthnr  Lee.    Introdnction  §  148. 

Character  of,  and  enmity  to  Americo.    A,  Lee  to  Committeff  June  3, 1776i 

Eminent,  in  the  Involution.    Introduction  $  148. 

Correspondence  with,  and  with  aliens  should  be  forbidden.    A,  Lee  to  Committee^ 
Jane  3,  1776. 
Qka-lbttkr.    Form  of,  adopted  Fob.  6, 1778. 
S^KAMBN,  American.    Treatment  of.    Couteulx  to  Jay,  July  4, 1780. 

Srarlk — 

Introduced.    Lovell  to  Dnmae,  July  10,  1780. 

Visits  Europe  as  agent  for  Pennsylvania.     Lovell  to  Jay^  July  11,  1780. 
Recommended  by  Franklin.     Franklin  to  Duman,  Sept.  8,  1780 ;  Oct.  2,  8,  1782. 
From  Franklin  Nov.  30»  1780. 
(See  Franklin  to  Searlc,  same  date.) 
^KBASTiANi.    Settlement  of  Bonumarchais'  claim.  Introduction,  $  71. 
^KCRET  AKTICLK  OP  PKRLIMINARIBH.     DiscuHRJon  of.     Adatus  to  Ltviugnton^  July  0, 
178:J;  Adame,  Franklin,  and  Jay  to  Livingston,  July  18,  1783;  PYanklin  to  Liv- 
ingston, July  22,  1783. 
Skcrkt  coRRKSPONJ>RNCE.     Committee  of.     Ibid.,  ^lO'X     {See  Committee.) 

•  •  SKCRKT  DIPLOMACY  "— 

Illustrated  in  case  of  Bcaiimarcliain.    lbid»,  i  58. 
^     In  cane  of  Broglio.     Ibid.,  $76. 
Sbcret-servicb  monky — 

CbaractcristicR  of.     Ibid,,  $  70. 
Want  of,  by  Franklin.     /  bid.,  ^  108. 
Skcrbtary  FOR  FoRBiGN  Affairs.     Duties  of.     Congress,  Feb.  22,  1782;  Livingston 

to    Congress,  Jan.  25,  Feb.  2:J,  1782.     (Sec  Introduction,  $$  103,  ff.) 
RftoUR,  Count.   Introduction  of,  acknowledged.    Livingston  t^  Iai  Fayette,  Nov.  2,  1782, 
(See  Introduction,  ^  78.) 

8rink,  ship- 
Sent  with  supplies  by  Beaumarcliais.     lieaumarchais  to  Congress^  Veh.  28,  1777. 
Arrival  of,  at  Portsmouth,  but  captured  on  licr  return.     Committen  to  Commis- 
aioners.  May  30,  1777. 
Sklkirk,  Countess  of.     Seizure  and  restoration  of  property  of.     Franklin  to  Paul 
Jones,  May  27,  1778;  Feb.  24,  1779;  Franklin  to  Sihirrighnnser^  Feb.  10,  1779. 

8IPARATR  ARTICLR  OK  PRKLIMIXARIKS  AND  BRPAKATK  ACTION  OF  PLKNIPOTKNTIARIKfl 
DISCUSSKD  ANI>  KXPLAINKD.  Adams  to  /Aringston,  July  9, 178:J ;  Adams,  Frank- 
tin,  and  Jay  to  Livingston^  July  18,  1783;  Franklin  to  Mvingnton,  3\\\^  *iKi,\l^ 
(See,  also,  Introducfio/i,  ^f  5.7,  124,  158.) 
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PitiZK  MONKY.    Action  of  CongresJi  as  to,  Mm*.  It,  May  22,  1782. 

PttODUCK,  American.    To  be  forwarded  to  France  in  payment  of  adranee^.     Cow^ 

miasionera  to  Secret  Committeef  Jan.  17, 1777.    (See  Suppliee,  DranHin,  Deaue), 
PiioviDRNCK,  ship.    Seizure  of,  complained  of  by  Denmark.     Vergetmei  to  .PWiiii'/ia, 

Apr.  a:),  1782. 
Provisions  fou  Fkanck.    Gerard  to  CongrcM,  Jnly  5,  1779. 

Provisional  trkatv  of  178*2.    (See  Prelminariea ;  Adame,  Jay^  Franklin,  Hvinffaton.) 
Prussia — See  A,  Lccy  Schnlenberg. 

Attitude  of,  to  the  United  States.    Introduction,  ^  90. 

Non-recognition  of  United  States  based  on  desire  to  nse  commeroial  advantages 

of  neutrality.     Ibid.  $f  91,  93. 
Prospects  of  obtaining  supplies  from.    Vcane  to  Commute  Aug.  18,  1776. 
Importance  of  treating  witb.     Deane  to  CommiiieOf  Oct.  1, 1776. 
Expected  overtures  from  the  King  ot     Deane  to  Jay,  Dee.  3,  1776. 
Informed  of  intention  to  send  minister  to.     Comfnieeionere  to  Sohulenbergf  Apr.  19, 

1777. 
A.  Ijce's  preparations  to  visit,  May,  13, 1777.    (See  A,  Lee.) 
Minister  of,  {ulvtses  A.  Lee  to  postpone  bis  visit  to  Berlin.     Schulenberg  to  A.  Lee, 

May  25,  1777. 
Reasons  for  application  to,  for  aid.     Commiaaioncre  to  CvmiHi/tef,  May  85,1877. 

(See  Introduction,  $  144.) 
A.  Leo's  nrrivnl  at  Oerlin  and  theft  of  liis  papers.    A.  Lee  to  CowmUsionere,  June 

28, 1777.   (See  lutroiluotion,  $$  144, 193.)    (See  Frederick.) 
Advantages  to,  from  commerce  witb  United  States.    A.  Lee  to  King  of  Prueeia^ 

June  29, 1777. 
Refuses  entrance  to  American  privateers.     Schulenberg  to  A.  Lee,  Oct.  8,  1777. 
Declines  peremptorily  to  receive  W.  Lee.   Schnlenberg  to  A.  Lee,  Nov.  28, 1777,   (Seo 

Introduction,  $$  144,177.) 
.  **  Will  not  bo  tbe  last  power  to  acknowledge  **  independence.    Schulenberg  to  J,  Leet 

Dec.  18, 1777,  note.    (See  Introduction,  ^  90,91.) 
Refuses  transit  to  British  troops.   Schnlenberg  to  A.  Lee,  Doc.  23,  1777;   W.  Lee  to 

Thomaon,  Jan.  2, 1778 ;  A.  IjCc  to  Cmnmittee,  June  5, 1778. 
Good  wishes  for  America,  and  will  recognize  independence  of,  next  after  Franrc, 

SchnUnbcrg  to  A.  Lee,  Jan.  16, 177t?.     (See  Introduction,  ^%  90,  91.) 
Declines  to  acknowledge  American  independence.  J,  Adama  to  8,  Adama,  May  21, 

1778 ;  A.  Lee  to  Committeet  June  1, 1778. 
Gives  facilities  to  American  merchants.     IV.  Lee  to  CommiiUe,  Feb.  25, 1779. 
Correspondence  as  to  duty  of  W.  Lee  to  call  on  Prussia  to  comply  witb  promise. 

to  acknowledge  independence  of  United  States.    Ixard  and  A.  Lee  to  W,  Let, 

June  23. 1779. 
Attitude  of,  to  tbe  United  States  in  1781.     W.Leo  to  Congreaa,  Feb,  10, 1781.    (See 

Introduction  ^%  90,  91.), 
Further  negotiations  witb.     Adaina  to  Congreaa,  Mar.  2, 1784. 
Public  dkht.    (See  J/orrin.) 
Pulaski.    Rcconmiendations  of.    Franklin,  to  Waahington,  June  13, 1777. 

PULTKNKY— 

Services  of,  as  a  peace  interrae<liary.     Introduction,  $  203. 

Asks  Franklin  for  an  interview,  Mar.  29,  1778. 

From  Franklin.    Informed  that  independence  is  a  aine  qua  non,  Mar.  30,  1778. 

(See  Franklin  to  Pulteney,  same  date  ;  and  see  Franklin  to  Bancroft,  Apr.  16, 1778. 
Franklin's  disapproval  of  bis  snggestions  of  peace.    Franklin  to  Reed,  Mar.  19, 
1780. 
Puritanism.    An  element  in  American  politics.    lutroductl^^,  H  8, 146,  156,  TO^^f^ 
Rapubiub.    Estate  of.   Luzeme  io  lAvingaton,  k^t.n,\7m,    '     '         '       •       '    -     -^ 
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Spain— Continiied . 

Future  reUtioDS  of,  to  the  United  States.    IAHng$ion  to  JUndon,  Mar.  4,  1782. 
Conne  of  to  America  criticised.    La  Fageite  to  VergenneSt  Mar.  20, 1782. 
Explanation  of  politics  of.    Montmarin  to  VergmneB,  Mar.  HO,  1782. 
Attitode  to  be  maintained  to,  in  respect  to  Mississippi  Valley.    Livifigston  to  Jag, 

Apr.  27, 1782 ;  Congrut,  Apr.  30, 1782. 
Action  of  Congress  as  to,  Aug.  6, 1782. 

Claims  of,  as  to  western  bonndary.    Jag  to  Lioin^f ton,  Nov.  7, 1782. 
Displeasure  of,  at  treaty  of  1782.     Carmickael  to  Livingston,  Dec.  30,  1782. 
Summary  of  loans  of,  to  United  States.    Living^Um  to  Greene,  Jan.  4. 1783. 
Relations  of,  with  the  United  States.    (See  Carmickael.) 
No  consideration  to  be  expected  from.    Jag  to  La  Fageite,  Jan.  19,  1783. 
Unfriendliness  of,  to  the  United  States;  views  of,  as  to  tbo  Mississippi  Valley; 

obtains  Florida  and  Minorca.     La  Fayette  to  lAvingntony  Feb.  R,  1783. 
Relations  of,  to  the  United  States  discussed.    La  Fagetie  to  Florida  Btanca,  Feb. 

19,  22,  1783;  LaFagetteio  Licingeion,  Mar.  2,  1783.     (See  also  Carmichael) 
Appointment  of  Qardoqui  as  minister  from.    (See  Gardoqui.) 
^^JUfisii  Amkrica.    Attitude  of  Spain  in  respect  to.    Introduction,  $  86. 

**ARK8 — 

His  view  as  to  Franklin's  integrity.    lUd,,  f  113. 

Ilis  opinion  of  Beaumarchais.    Ibid,,  $  61. 

View  of,  as  to  A.  Lee's  diflerences  with  Franklin.    Ihid.,  $  14.'). 

As  to  attitude  of  France  in  tMsaco  negotiations.    Note  to  Jag  to  Livingston,  of 

Nut.  17,  1782. 
His  method  of  editing.    (See  Preface, ) 
►«*!««,  British— 

Notices  of.    Introduction,  ff  204,  jf. 

Obtaining  confidence  of  A.  Lee.    Jhid,,  ^  151.    (See  Britain.) 
^>M>UATiOM8,  British.    Iteport  of,  to  be  sent  to  minister  at  Paris,  Sept.  10,  1782. 
American,  during  war.     Liability  for.     Morris  to  Congress,  Jan.  21,  1784. 
*.  CilRiSTOPHRR.     Capitulatiou  of.     Luzerne  to  Livingston,  Jan.  10^  1763. 
'.  £U8TATIA.     Capture  and  plunder  of.     Dumas  to  Congress^  March  22,  1781. 
Recapture  of.     Livingston  to  Jay,  Fob.  2,  178*2.     (See  Dumas.) 
St.  Pierrk,  Island  of— 

Recommended  to  Congress  for  aid.     Sartine  to  Commissioners,  July  14,  1778. 
Answer  of  commissioners  as  to,  Jnly  !(>,  1778. 
Stamp  act.     Franklin's  course  in  rospoct  to.     Franklin  to  JTartteg,  Mar.  12, 1778. 
STaniiopk,  Lord.     Communications  with  Fraukliu  in  1775.     Franklin'' s  narrative  of 

the  negotiations  at  London. 
Stanley.     Sent  to  France  l»y  British  Government  to  watcli  Doanc.     Dcane  to  Com- 
mittee, Aug.  18,  177C;    W.  Tx'e  to  Dumas,  Sept.  10, 1770. 
States,  American — 

Tlieories  as  to  indepondonce  of.     Intro<lnction,  ^^  A,  209  jf. 

Difficulties  from  separate  foreign  ngoncies  of.     Franklin  f  o  Congress,  May  31,  1780; 

Franklin  to  Morris,  Dec.  25, 1782. 
Purchases  by,  not  to  1k)  held  to  bo  ]uirchasea  on  account  of  the  Union.     Morris  to 
Luzerne,  Nov.  20,  1781. 
^ates-Qenrral,  Dutch- 
Position  of,  as  to  America.     (Sco  Adams,  Dumas,  Franklin,  Netherlands.) 
From  College  of  J dmir ally  of  Amsterdam,  Oct.  8,  1779. 

(See  College  of  Admiralty  of  Amsterdam  to  States- General,  same  date.) 
From  Torke,  Oct.  29,  1779. 

(See  York^  to  States- General,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Mar.  8,  1781. 
(See  Adams  to  States- General,  same  date.) 
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Rbconciuation— Coutiuuod. 

Not  possible  uiiloss  indopendenoo  of  the  United  States  is  Acknowledged  by  Eng- 

laud,  Doc.  21, 1776. 
Detweou  Atnorica  and  Britain.    No  prosjiects  of,  in  Jane,  1777.    Dmnm  to  DuwuUf 

June  7,  1777. 
Not  possible  until  independence  is  acknowledged.     Congrmif  Not.  94, 1777. 
Rerd,  President  of  Pennsylvania — 

To  Gerard,    As  to  Holker  affair,  July  31,  177U. 
From  Franklifif  Mar.  9,  1780. 

(See  Franklin  to  lieed,  same  date.) 
From  La  Fayefte,  May  31,  1780. 
(See  La  Fayette  to  JUedf  same  date.) 
Refugees  in  England  — 

Mischief  done  by.     Introduotion,  $  28. 

Maltreatment  of,  by  British.     Ibid,,  $  24.     (See  LoyaliMts,  Tories,) 

Instruction  of  Congress  against  restoration  of,  Oct.  18,  1776. 

Mischievous  influence  of.    Adams  to  Congress,  June  17,  1780. 

Evil  effects  of,  in  England ;  should  not  be  tolerated.     Jdams  to  Cnshinfff  Dec.  15, 

1780. 
Restoration  of  property.    Question  as  to.     Oswald  to  Commissioners,  Nov.  4,  1782; 

Strachey  to  Commissioners,  Nov.  5,  1782 ;  Adams'  diary,  Nov.  20,  1782. 
Cannot  be  granted.     Commissioners  to  Oswald,  Nov.  5, 1782.   (See  Loyalists,  Tories,} 
Opposition  of  commissioners  to  re-instatement  of.     Jdajns  to  Livingston,  Nov.  11, 
1782;  Adams'  journal,  Nov.  11,  1782,  et  stq.;  F)rankHn\4i  Oswald,  Nov.  26, 1782. 
Rendon,  F.-~ 

To  Congress,    Application  for  relief,  Sept.  24,  1781. 
From  Livingston,  Juno  6,  1782. 
(See  Livingston  to  Rendon,  same  date). 
Reprisal,  sbip.    To  cruise  in  European  waters.     Committee  to  Commissioners,  Oct.  24, 

177C. 
Resolution,  ship.     Case  of.     Ijuzemc  to  Livingston,  Feb.  18,  1762 ;  Livingston  to  Lu- 
zerne, Feb.  20,  1782 ;  Livingston  to  Congress,  Fob.  21,  1782. 
Revolution  of  1776 — 

Justice  and  necessity  of.     Introduction,  $  20. 

Distinct  Hcbools  of  statesmen  in  liberative  and  constructive.    Ibid,,  §  81,^. 
Constituiioiuil  develo))mont  under.     Ibid,,  $$  209,  jT* 
Revolutions,  British.     Parallelisms  with  otir  own.    Ibid.,  ^8, 
Reynst.     From  J.  P.  Jones^  Dec.  17, 1779. 

(SeeJoiff*  to  KeynsI,  same  date.) 
Rhode  Island.   Appeal  to  governor  of,  for  funds.    Mwris  to  Governors  of  States,  Jan. 

14,  1782,  nn<l  on  other  dates. 
Richmond,  Duke  of.   Speech  on  the  plan  of  reconciliation.  Franklin  to  TAomMm,  Feb. 

r>,  1775. 
Ridley,  M.    Papers  on  naval  affairs  sent  by.     Commissioners  to  Congress,  Nov. 7, 1778. 
Rives.  Minister  at  Paris.    Settlement  of  Beaumarchais'  claim.     Introduction,  %  71. 

RlVIN(JTON— 

Remains  in  New  York  after  evacuation.    lAvingston  to  Jay,  Nov.2(),  1783. 
Publication  by,  of  tory  papers.    Introduction,  $$  21,  J^.,  163. 

ROCIIAMIIEAU— 

From  Morris,  Sept.  6, 1781 . 

(See  Morris  t-o  liovhanihcau,  same  date.) 
From  Morris,  Oct.  1,  1781. 

(See  Morris  to  Rochambcan,  same  date.) 
Commands  French  army  at  Yorktowu.    Livingston  to  Dana,  Oct.  22, 1781,  note. 
From  Morris,  Nov.  15,  17H1. 

(See  Morris  to  liochambeau,  ^ame  date,) 
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BurruKS—ConUnnod. 

Aboai  to  be  sent  to  Capo  FraD^ois.    Jieaumarckaii  to  A,  Lee^  Juno  0,  177G. 
Beanmarchaia  will  form  a  company  to  forward,  nnder  tbo  iiamo  of  liortalca  &, 

Co.    BtiauwMrekaia  to  A,  Lee,  Jnno  26,  1776. 
Arrengomonts  for.      Deane  to  Beaumarchaia  July  24, 1776. 

Negotiation  for;  proopoct  of  obtaining,  from  Prussia;  character  of,  to  be  ob- 
tained from  France.    Deane  to  CommiUee,  Aug.  18,  1776. 
Will  be  famiBlicd  the  colon iod ;  arrangemouts  for  that  purpose.    Beanmarehate  to 

Committee,  Aug.  18,  1776. 
Will  be  promptly  sent.    Deane  to  MarriSf  Sept.  17,  1776. 
Successful  negotiation  for,  expected.     Deane  to  MorriSf  Sept.  30, 1776. 
To  valae  of  £200,000  will  bo  Hent  from  Holland  by  France.     Record  of  Committee , 

Oct  1, 1776. 
Order  iesned  by  French  Government  to  suspoud  furnishing.     Deane  to  Commiiteef 

Oct  1, 1776. 
Qroat  need  of,  by  both  Army  and  Navy.     Committee  to  Deane,  Oct.  1, 1776. 
luatnictious  of  Congress  to  purchase,  Oct.  22, 1776. 
Varions  kinds  forwarded.    Deane  to  Morria,  Sept  30, 1776 ;  Deane  to  Committee, 

Nov.  6, 1776. 
Uuder  way  but  delayed  by  silence  of  Congress ;  Congress  indebted  to  Beaumar- 

chais  for.     Deane  to  Commiiteet  Nov.  6,  1776. 
To  be  soon  shipped.     Beaumarchaie  to  CongrciB,  Dec.  1,  3,  1776. 
,  Sent  with  Coudray.    Deane  to  Jay,  Dec.  3,  1776. 
Shipload  of,  sent  from  Havre.     Franklin  to  Commiiiect  Dec.  8,  1776. 
Those  aent  through  Hcrtalez  «&  Co.     A,  Lee  to  Commitlee,  Out.  6,  1777. 
Sent  through  Qardoqni.    Commiaeionera  to  Committee,  Oct.  7,  1777. 
f'ftihire  of,  from  Spain.    A.  Lee  to  Committee,  Nov.  27,  1777. 
forwarded  ir  retnru  Toyage  of  Amphitrite,    Commiaaionera  to  Committee,  Nov.  30, 

1777. 
Voyage  of  Amphitrite  with,  intercepted  by  blockade.    Committee  to  Commiaaionera, 

Dec.  2,  1777. 
Protected  by  French  convoy.    Commhshners  to  Committee,  Doc.  18,  1777. 
^'roin  Frauce  to  be  oxpecto<l.     Franklin  to  Cuahing,  Feb.  21,1778;    Commiaaionera 

to  Committee,  Feb.  28, 1778. 
^orniahod  by  Qardoqni.     (Jardoqni  to  A.  Lee,  Apr.  1, 1778. 
fi<?inittance8  for,  through  Williams.     Franklin  to  A.  Lee,  Apr.  (5,  1^78. 
Difficnlty  in  returning  tobacco  for.     fjovel  to  Bingham,  Apr.  16,  1778. 
Statement  as  to  forwarding  of.     A.  Lee  t»»  Committee,  May  20,  Jiiiio  18,  1778. 
l^«?uied  by  Gerard  to  bo  gratiiitous.     Gerard  to  Congrevn,  Jan.  5,  1771). 
Jieportof  A.  Lee  as  to.     Lee  to  Committee,  Jan.  f),  1779. 
^'ongreiis  disavows  Paino^s  statement  a»  to  French  gratuities  in  reply  to  Gerard's 

appeal  for,  Jan.  12,  1779.     CSco  Gerard,  Paine.) 
PorFrauce.     Statement  as  to.     Gerard  to  Congreas,  July  5,  1779. 
Sweden— 

^'•aim  for  damages  by.     Franklin  to  Schweighnuacr,  Sept.  17,  1779. 

^laration  of  neutrality  of.     Adams  to  Congreaa,  Aug.  M,  1780. 

Answer  to  neutrality  declaration  of,  by  France.     Adams  to  Cottgnss,  Aug.  22, 1780. 

Treaty  between  Russia,  Denmark  and  Norway,  Holland,  and.     Adams  to  Congress, 

Feb.  1,  1781. 
Memorial  of  Holland  to  King  of,  asking  aid.     Adams  to  Congress,  Mar.  29,  1781. 
^Ntion  of,  as  to  neutrality.     Adams  to  Congreaa,  Jan.  16,  1782. 
^.^change  of  powers  with.     Franklin  to  Livingston,  Dec.  25,  1782. 
Treaty  with.     Franklin  to  Livingston,  Jnno  12,  1783;  De  Staiil  to  Franklin,  Juno 

13,1783;  Franklin  to  Livingston,  J n]y  22,  \7H'X 
S'gnataro  of  treaty  with,    Franklin  to  Livingston^  Mar.  7,  1783. 
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SwRDKN— Continued. 

Amendments  to  treaty  with.     Boudinot  to  FrankHtif  Ang.  15, 1783. 
Treaty  with,  ratified  by  Congress.    Boudinot  to  F^ankliUf  Ang.  15,  Sept.  9,  1783. 
Taluot,  Colonel.    Relief  of.    Jay  to  Franklin,  July  9,  1781 ;  Franklin  to  Jay,  Aug. 

30,  1781. 
Tankkiiville,  Lonl.     Claim  of.    Franklin  to  Fangkanf  Juno  13,  1780. 
Taxatio:^,  mode  of.     Recommendations  as  to.     MorriB  to  CongresSy  July  29,  30,  1782. 

(See  Morria.) 
Taxks— 

Lightness  of,  in  America  compared  with  Europe.    Adam§  to  CougretB,  Mar.  29, 1781. 
All  property  subject  to,  and  should  bo  faithfully  paid.     Franklin  to  Iforria,  Dec. 
25,  178:J. 
Trmplv.    His  return  to  Massachusetts;  his  political  position.   AdamBioCongreM^Kn^, 
16,  1781. 

TlIAXTER— 

Appointed  secretary  by  Adams.    Adam9  to  ChngreaSf  Nov.  7,  1779. 
Recommended  to  consideration  of  Congress.     Commi98ianer§  to  CongreaB,  Sept.  10, 
17a3 ;  Jay  to  Thomson,  Sept.  12,  1783. 
''Theatrical  bntrrtainmbnts."    Resolution  of  Congress  against.    Introduction, 

TiiRRKSR,  the.     Doubts  as  to  ownership  of.     CommiaHonors  to  Beaumarohais,  Sept. 

10,  1778. 
TiiiRROT.    Appointed  commissary- general  in  the  United  States  for  Saxony.     Carmi* 

chael  to  Livingston,  Aug.  20,  1783. 
Thompson,  Benj.  (Count  Rumford).    See  note  to  Introduction,  $  27. 
Thompson,  Captain — 

From  Commissioners,    Instructions  to,  Nov.  25,  1777. 

(See  Comm'ssioners  to  Thompson,  same  date.) 
Thomson,  C. 

From  Franklin,  Feb.  5,  1775. 

(See  Franklin  to  Thomson,  same  date. ) 
From  W,  Lre,  Jan.  2,  1777. 

(See  TV,  Jjce  to  Thomson,  same  date.) 
From  A.  Lee,  Nov.  24,  1777. 

(See  A,  Xc0  to  Thomson,  same  date.) 
From  W.  Xoe,  Dec.  18,  1777. 

(See  jr.  XrM  to  Thomson,  same  date.) 
From  Jay,  Apr.  23,  1781. 

(See  Jaij  to  Thomson,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston.     Reception  of  French  minister.  May  9,  1782, 
To  Livingnton.     Regretting  latter's  resignation,  June  4, 1783. 
From  Litiingston,  Juno  5,  1783. 

(See  Livingston  to  Thotnson,  same  dftte.) 
From  Jay,  July  19,  1783. 

(See  *7ay  to  Tliomson,  same  date.) 
From  Jay,  Sept.  12,  1783. 

(See  Jay  to  Thomson,  sauie  date.) 
From  Jay,  Nov.  14,  1783. 

(See  Jay  to  Thomson,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Mar.  9,  1784. 

(See  Franklin  to  Thomson,  same  date.) 
From  Laurens,  Mar.  28,  1784. 

(See  lAittrens  to  Thomson,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  May  18,  1734. 

(See  Franklin  to  Thomson,  same  date.) 
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THOM0Oif,  C. — ConUuiiod. 

From  FrmmkHn^  Got.  16,  1784. 

(See  F^ramkiim  to  Thom9om,  same  date.) 
From  Franklim,  Not.  11, 1784. 
(See  Franklim  to  TKom§on,  same  date.) 
0*1101110011,  "Major*— 

A  British  spy,  acting  as  secretary  to  A.  Lee.    Iiitroductiou,  $$  ItK),  207. 
Sparks'  riews  of.    Note  to  A.  Let^9  letter  of  Apr.  2,  1778. 

Originally  employed  to  take  messages  to  Lord  North  ;  cm  ployed  by  A.  Lee  as  sec- 
retary, and  afterwards  sent  its  sach  to  Euglaod,  from  whence  he  comuiuni« 
eated  Information  to  Lee ;  defended  from  the  charge  of  stock-Jobbing.    A, 
Lee  to  CemmUtee,  Aog.  7,  1778. 
Dismissal  of,  annonnced.     A.  Lee  to  Commtltoe,  Sept.  9,  1778. 
Payments  to,  by  A.  Lee.     Lee  to  Committeef  Jan.  5, 1779. 

Charges  Bancroft,  on  Lord  North's  authority,  with  l)eiug  .i  stock-jobber,  Apr.  26| 
1779.    (See  Index,  Bancroft.    lntro<liiction,  $$  150,  lOG,  207. ) 
'JLLT,  French  commander.     Arrival  of,  with  two  frigates,  uiid  subseijuent  action. 
Lueerne  to  Congreei,  Feb.  25,  Mar.  2,  1781. 

-^BACOO — 

Can  not  be  promptly  shipped  to  meet  demands  of  **  liortaloz."    Lee  to  Beaumar' 

ekaie,  May  93, 1776. 
Virginia,  asked  in  exchange  for  sopplies.     lieanmarohais  to  A.  Lee,  Jane  6,  1776. 
Will  be  depended  upon  for  payment  for  supplies.     Jieaumarchaie  to  A,  Lee,  June 

26,  1776. 
Engaged  by  Congress.     Deane  to  Beaumarohaie,  July  20,  1776. 
Twelve  thousand  hogsheads  wanted.     Beaumarchais  to  Committeef  Aug.  18,  1776. 
High  price  of.    Dfoas  to  Morrie,  Sept.  30,  1776. 
Shonld  be  forwarded  to  France.     Deane  to  Committee^  Oct.  7,  1776. 
High  price  of,  important  medium  of  exchange.    Deane  to  Committee^  Oct.  8, 17, 

1776. 
And  provisions  high.     Deane  to  Committee^  Oct.  25, 1770. 
Shipment  of,  argod;  prices  of.     Deane  to  Commitlce^  Oct,  H,  177G;  Carmichael  to 

Commiiiee,  Nov.  2, 1776. 
High  price  of,  obtaining  in  Europe.     Deane  to  Committeef  Oct.  25,  Nov.  28,  21),  Dec. 

3,30,1776.    (One  Supplies,) 
Exportation  of,  called  for  to  pay  Ainuricaii  dubts.     ComminsioHcre  to  Committeef 

Jan.  17,1777. 
Puwer  of,  as  a  medium  of  oxch»iigo.     A.  Lee  t<>  Committw^  Fob.  17, 1777. 
Contract  made  to  supply,  in  Franco.     Commissioners  to  CommitteOf  Mar.  12. 1777. 
Demand  of  commiMioncrs  for,  can  not  readily  bo  mot.     (-ommittefl  tu  Commission- 

erSf  May  15, 1778. 
Agreement  for  sale  of,  Mar.  24,  1777. 
Engagement  to  supply  FarmorH-Gonoral  with.     Commissioners  to  CommitteOf  Sept. 

8,  1777. 
Preference  given  to  product  of  tlie  United  States.     Calonne  to  La  FayettOf  Jan. 

5,  1784. 

Deterred  from  on  lint  ing  in  BritiMli  ariii^   i»y  exiuiiplo  of  HritisU  cruelty.     Intro- 
duction, $  22. 
Their  heartless  abaudoii men t  l>y  British  iiiithoritieH  in  Anierioa.     Ibid.,  $  24. 
As  to  their  inQuenco  abroad.    (Sec  itrejugces.)     Introduction,  $  24. 
Diplomacy  of.     Ibid.f  $  28. 

Expectations  in  England  of  groat  asHiHtaiice  from.     A.  Lee  to  CoUloUf  Feb.  14,  1776. 
Giving  domestic  trouble.     Committee  to  Deane,  Oct.  1,  I77r).     (iSoe  lA}yalists,) 
lustructions  of  Congrctw  agaiiiHt  reHtorntion  of,  Oct.  IH,  17^. 
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'^KKATT-ContiniMd. 

Too  (m  aeUled  lo  be  altered.    Chrard  to  Cammi$9i0H9n,  F^b.  «,  1778. 

BxplMaiion  of,  to  Congroos.     CommUthmers  U}  Congreti,  Feb.  6,  16^  1778. 

CriliGism  of,  by  A.  Lee.    A,  Lm  io  fgard,  May  Zl,  177H. 

Solonmizatioii  of,  by  Frauce ;  advanUges  of.    JPWmItIIii  io  (kukiiif^  Feb.  81,  1778. 

Can  not  be  rationally  objected  to.    FrmiUOin  to  Uartleg,  Feb.  26,  177a 

AdYaatageH  of.    A.  Lee  to  CkfmmUtee,  Feb.  88,  177a 

^dm%^  of  uaefiil  additione ;  heeitation  of  Spain.    A.  Lee  to  CommUiee,  liar.  19, 

i77a 

•^»y'«  viewe  of.    Jaif  to  Morrie,  Apr.  89,  1778. 

K-  Morris'  views  of,  May  8,  177a 

Action  of  Congress  on;  ratification  of,  May  4,  177a 

Committee  of  foreign  affairmas  to.    ComwUliee  to  FT.  Lee,  BinghoMf  PitsMt,  and 

A.  Lee,  May  14,  1778. 
^Htioisetl  by  Izanl,  May  IH,  177a 

^^  to  twelfth  article  of  treaty  of  commerce,    leard  to  A,  Lee,  Jan.  88, 1778 ;  A.  Lee 
to  Feri^eiiiiw,  Jnne  14,  1778;  Vergmnte  to  Lee,  Jnne  15,  1778.    (See  Introdno- 
tiou,  %  46.) 
^otQtnunication  of  action  of  Congress  on  to  France  and  exchange  of  ratiftoations. 

fJommieeUmere  to  CommUtee,  Jnly  17,  80, 1778. 
'vo  objection  by  France  to  withdrawing  eleventh  and  twelfth  articles.    CS^sualt- 

•ionere  to  Committee,  3 \\\y  89,  1778.    (See  Introdnction,  M^) 
A.l»rogatioQ  of  eleventh  and  twelfth  articles;  Yergennes'  and  commissioners^  dec* 

laration  of,  Sept.  1,  1778.    (See  Introduction,  $  46.) 
I^^^Qge  in  eleventh  and  twelfth  articles  explained.  Dearie  to  Congreeef  Oct.  18, 177a 
'^^t  to  be  published  until  ratifications  have  been  exchanged,  thou|{h  the  matter 

left  to  the  discretion  of  Congress.     Gerard  to  Congreee,  Nov.  80, 177a 
^^<>struction  of  commercial  danses.     Commieeiawere  to  Llojfd,  Jan.  86, 1779. 
^^^Ifiration  annulling  eleventh  and  twelfth  articles  communicated.    Lugeme  to 
^^^        Comgreee,  Sept.  15, 1780. 

J^"^<5losure  of,  to  Croat  Britain.     Introduction,  $$  177, 196. 
I^^<^rgoe  of  surreptitious  dinclosure  of.     Introduction,  $$  49,  144,  150,  193. 
^^iplicatious  arising  uudor.     lutroductiou,  $$  109^. 
""^l^osed  new  articles  to.*    Vergennca  to  Franklin,  May  20,  1783. 
^    ^eutralitg  between  Jtuaeia,  Denmark  and  Norway,  Sweden,  and   ffolland,  etc. 

^dame  to  Congreen,  Feb.  1,  1781. 
^*<^   Holland,    Powers  for.    Adame  to  Vanguyon,  Apr.  16,  1781.    (See  Adame  to 
States  General,  Apr.  14, 1781.) 

Dem  Britain  and  United  Statce  of  peace  of  1788.    Negotiation  and  conclusion  of. 

(See  Adams,  Livingston,  Franklin,  Jay,  Oswald,  Vergennee,  Preliminatiee,) 

^'^Unds  of  final  British  assent.     Oatcald  to  Totonshend,  Nov.  :W.  1788. 

^^oial  notification  of,  with  explanatory  remarks.     Adame,  I^yankUn,  Jay,  and 

Jjom-ene  to  Lwingaton,  Deo.  14,  1782,     (See,  as  to  Vcrgeunes*  view,  Fergennee 

to  Lueeme,  Dec.  19,  1783;  Madieon'e  Debates,  Doc.  84,  30,  1782,  Jan.  I,  1783.) 

^^Priety  of  the  negotiations  apart  from  France.    (See  Introduction,  $$  4.5,  110, 

^^tn's  displeasnre  at.  Carmiohael  to  Livingston,  Deo.  30,  1782.  (See  Introduc- 
tion, $86.) 

^Pplemental,  between  France  and  England,  in  1783,  suggested  by  Hartley,  Mar. 
31,  1783. 

^[  peace  of  1788.    New  articles  proposed  by  Hartley,  May  21,  1783. 

^W>lation  of,  by  carrying  oflf  slaves.    Livingston  to  Commissioners f  May  29,  1783, 

f^epositions  submitted  in  referenee  to.    (See  Hartley,) 
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ToKiBS— Coiitiniiod. 

Tbeir  abandon iiioiit  by  rotreatiug  Dritish  arniiefi.    Living§Um  to  Franktin,  D«x.  I6| 

1781 ;  TAvingaton  to  AdamHf  Dec.  26,  17^:'2.    (8oo  LoyaOsU.) 
Kostoration  of  property  to.     Oswald  to  Comtnisaionera,  Nov.  4,  1782;  Straoke$  to 

CommiwionorSy  Nov.  5, 1782.    (Seo  Loyalists,) 
Tboir  re-iu8tatemont  cau  uot  bo  made  matter  of  treaty.     CommiasionerB  to  Oswald^ 

Nov.  5,  1782. 
Opposition  of  commissioners  to  re-instatemont  of.    Adams  to  LivingstoH^  Nov.  11, 
1782;  Adams'' journal  of  peace  negoUationSj  Nov.  11,  20,  1782;  Franklin  to  (U- 
waldf  Nov.  26,  1782,  et  seq.    (Seo  Xo^aft«(«.) 
Importance  of  conscientious  porformauce  of  the  treaty  eugaKeuiontii  for  tlitiir  re- 
lief.    Commissioners  to  Congress,  Sept.  10,  1783;  Jag  to  Livingston,  Sept.  J.t, 
1783 ;  Jff^  to  Hamilton,  Soi^t.  28,  1783. 
Touius.    From  lYanklin,  May  30,  1760. 

(Seo  Franklin  to  Ibrri«,  same  date.) 
TouRNAMKNT,  British.    At  Pliiladelphia,  in  1778,  iujiirious  to  British  cause.    Intro- 
duction, $  23. 
Ti^ussARD.    Pension  of.     Franklin  to  Vergennes,  June  11,  1781. 

TOWNSIIRND— 

To  Oswald,    Ap)>roving  tatter's  course,  Sept.  1,  1782. 

To  Franklin,     Introducing  Strachey ;  expresses  earnest  desire  for  peace,  Oct.  22, 

1762. 
From  Franklin,  Nov.  4,  1782. 

{Sfe  Franklin  to  Townshend,  same  date.) 
From  Oswald,  Nov,  30,  1782. 

(See  Ostcald  to  Townshend,  same  date.) 

TUADK— 

Witli  Britain.     Conciliatory  propositions  as  to.     Uartlcg  to  ^"ranklin.  Mar.  12, 

1763. 
British  restrictions  on.     Laurens  to  Thomson,  Mar.  28,  1784 ;  Laurens  to  Congress, 

Apr.  24,  1760. 
Cut  off  by  BritJHh  embargo.     Livingston  to  Dana,  Doc.  17,  1782. 
Traitors.     Small  number  of,  among  revolutionists.     Introduction,  $  8. 
Treasury  Board.     From  Adams,  Sept.  19,  1779. 
{See  Adams  to  Treasury  Board,  same  date.) 
Trkatiks — 

International  law  relative  to.     IntroductioL,  H  53,  80,  100^. 

For  supplying  Britain  with  HeSHian  troops.    A,  Lee  to  Mrs,  Bachc,  Mar.  19,  177G. 

Proceedings  of  Congress  as  to  plans  of,  July  20,  177C. 

Presents  on  uiaking,  the  United  States  do  not  give.    Livingston  to  Dana,  May  1, 

1783. 
Of  commerce  with  foreign  powers.     Instcuctions  of  Congress  as  to.  May  7,  1784. 
Method  of  ratifying.    Hartley  to  Franklin,  June  1,  1784;    Franklin  to  Hartley, 

June  2,  1784. 
Trkaty—  ^ 

Of  17G3  betice4m  Britain  and  France  unsatisfactory  to  both  parties.     Introduction, 

^^33,34. 
Kflfect  of,  on  the  United  Slat<«.     Ibid,,  $  35. 
Of  1778  between  France  and  United  States,    Iuii>ortance  of.    Dcane  to  Committee, 

Doc.  1,  1776. 
Draught  of.     Deane  to  Jay,  Dec.  3,  1776. 
Objections  of  Izard  iuhI  A.  Loo  to  twelfth  article.     Introduction,  §  46;  Izard  to 

Franklin,  Jan.  28,  30,  1778;  J.  Lee  to  Franklin,  Jan.  30,  1778. 
Concession  of  Franklin  and  Deane.     Franklin  to  Gerard,  Feb.  1, 1778;  Franklin  to 

Lee,  Feb.  1,  1778. 
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TftiATT— Continued. 

Too  Isr  aetiled  to  bo  altered.    Gerard  to  Comm%9$ioner§,  Feb.  2,  1778. 

Explanation  of,  to  Congroes.     (JommUsionerti  to  Congre99,  Feb.  5,  16,  1778. 

Criticism  of,  by  A.  Lot).    A,  Lee  to  Itardj  May  2:i,  177H. 

Solemnization  of,  by  France;  advantages  of.    Franklin  to  Cuehing,  Feb. 21,  1778. 

Can  not  be  rationally  objected  to.    Franklin  to  Uartley,  Feb.  26,  1778. 

Advantage!!  of.    A.  Lee  to  Commiiteef  Feb.  28,  1778. 

Admite  of  useful  additions ;  hesitation  of  Spain.    A.  Lee  to  Committee^  Har.  19, 

177a 
Jay's  views  of.    Jajf  to  Morrie,  Apr.  29,  1778. 
jR.  Morris*  views  of.  May  2,  1778. 
Jiction  of  Congress  on;  ratification  of,  May  4,  1778. 
Committee  of  foreign  affairmas  to.     Committee  to  fT.  Lee,  Bingham,  Dumae,  and 

A.  Lee,  May  14,  1778. 
Criticisetl  by  Izanl,  May  1«,  177a 

Jlb  to  twelfth  article  of  treaty  of  commerce.    Izard  to  A,  Ijce,  Jan.  28, 1778 ;  A,  Lee 
to  Fergenne8,JvLne  14,  1778;   Fergennee  to  Lee,  June  15,  1778.    (See  Introduc- 
tion, ^  46.) 
C^omrounication  of  action  of  Congress  on  to  France  and  exchange  of  ratifications. 

Commieeionere  to  Committee,  July  17,  20, 1778. 
Ko  objection  by  France  to  withdrawing  eleventh  and  twelfth  articles.     Commie- 

eionere  to  Committee,  July  29,  1778.     (See  In  trod  notion,  $  46.) 
Abrogation  of  eleventh  and  twelfth  articles;  Yergonuos*  and  commissioners'  dec- 
laration of,  Sept.  1,  1778.     (See  I ntro<l notion,  $  46.) 
CDhange  in  eleventh  and  twelfth  articles  explained.  Deane  to  Congreee,  Oct.  12, 1778. 
Mot  to  be  published  until  ratifications  have  been  exchanged,  though  the  matter 

left  to  the  discretion  of  Congress.     Gerard  to  Congress,  Nov.  20,  1778. 
Oonstruction  of  commercial  clanses.     Commissioners  to  Lloyd,  Jan.  26,  1779. 
IDeclaratioo  annulling  eleventh  and  twelfth  articles  couiiiiunicated.    Ltufeme  to 

Congress,  Sept.  15, 1780. 
X>iscloAuro  of,  to  Groat  Britain.     Introduction,  $^  177, 196. 
Ohargos  of  siirroptitioiiH  diHcloHiiro  of.     Introdtiotion,  ^$  49,  144,  150,  193. 
Complications  arising  under.     Introduction,  $$  109  ff, 
Propo8o<l  new  articles  to.'    Vergenncs  to  Franklin,  May  20,  1783. 
O/   neutrality  between  Russia,   Denmark  and  Norway,  Sweden,  and   Holland,  eto. 

Adams  to  Congress,  Feb.  1,  1781. 
With  Holland.    PowerB  for.    Adams  to  Vanguyon,  Apr.  10,  1781.    (See  Adams  to 

States  General,  Apr.  14, 1781.) 
Between  Britain  and  United  Stales  of  pcac^  of  1782.    Negotiation  and  conclusion  of. 

(See  Adams,  Livingston,  Fi-anklin,  Jay,  Oswald,  Vergenncs,  Preliminaries.) 

Grounds  of  final  Britiub  assent.     Oswald  to  Townshend,  Nov.  'AO,  1782. 

OtHcial  notification  of,  with  explanatory  remarks.     Adanis,   Franklin,  Jay,  and 

lAiurens  to  Livingston,  Dec.  14,  1782.     (See,  iw  toVorgennos'  view,  Vergennes 

to  Luzerne,  Doc.  19,  1783;  Madison's  Debates,  Dec.  24,  30,  1782,  Jan.   1,  1783.) 

Propriety  of  the  negotiations  apart  from  France.     (See  Introduction,  $$  45,  110, 

111.) 
Spain's  displeasure  at.     Carmichael  to  Livingston,  Dec.  30,  1782.    (See  Introduc- 
tion, $  86.) 
Supplemental,  between  France  and  England,  in  1783,  suggested  by  Hartley,  Mar. 

31,  1783. 
Of  peace  of  1782.     New  articles  proposed  by  Hartley,  May  21,  1783. 
Violation  of,  by  carrying  off"  slaves.     Livingston  to  Comminsioi^rs,  May  29,  1783, 
Propositions  submitted  in  roferenqe  to.    (See  Hartley.) 
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Treaty— Con  ti  11  aed. 

Separate  signatures  explained.    Adams  to  Livingston,  July  9,  1783 ;  F^rniMm  io 

Livingatonf  Jaly  22,  1783. 
Ratified  by  George  III,  Aug.G,  1783. 
DeOnitive.    Britain  propones  that  it  sbonld  be  a  more  renewal  of  proliminaries; 

British  envoys  object  to  the  imperial  coarts  appearing  in  the  signaiares. 

Adama  to  Livingston,  Aug.  13,  1783. 
Preliminary  articles  of,  acceptod  as  definitive.  Franklin  to  Vsrgonnes,  Ang.  16, 1783 ; 

Franklin  to  Congress,  Aug.  31,  1783 ;  Adams  to  Congress,  Sept.  1,  1783. 
How  far  in  negotiating  it  engagements  to  France  were  set  aside.    Introduction, 

Commercial,  with  Britain,    Authority  to  negotiate  given.    Adams,  DrankUn,  and 

Jay  to  Hartley,  Sept.  7,  1783.  « 

Commercial,  with  foreign  poipers.     Ministers  at  Paris  authorized  to  negotiate, 

Oct.  29, 1783. 
Truck— 

Suggestion  of,  by  Hartley.    Haritey  to  Franklin,  Apr.  23,  1779.    Introdnciion, 

$J  8G,  98. 
The  United  States  can  not  consent  to,  without  substantial  acltuowledgment  of 

indopondeuco.     Franklin  to  Hartley,  Jan.  15, 1782. 
CommisHionors  might  aj;ree  to,  if  long,  so  as  to  be  tantamount  to  independence. 

Huntington  to  Commissioners,  June  15,  1781. 

TEUMBULI/— 

From  Dcane,  Oct.  21,  1781. 

(See  Deane  to  Trmnbnll,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  Jan.  22,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Trnmbnll,  same  date.) 
His  reply  to  Deaiio  unanimously  approved  by  legislature  in  Connecticut.    JAv- 

ingston  to  Lnzcrne,  Juno  7,  1782;  Livingston  to  Trumbull,  June  12,  1782. 
From  Livingston,  Juno  12,  1782. 
(See  Livingston  to  Trumbull,  same  date.) 
Tucker,  G.,  Professor— 

llis  views  as  to  cabal  against  Washington.    Introduction,  (  11. 
View  of  A.  Leo.     Ibid,,  i  145. 
Turcot.    His  views  as  to  assisting  America.    Ibid,,  i  42. 
Tuscany — 

Policy  of,  towards  America.     Ibid,,  J  97a. 

Affairs  of.     Dcane  to  Committee,  Nov.  26,  1776. 

Duke  of,  said  to  favor  America.    Deane  to  Jay,  Dec.  3,  1776. 

Preparations  to  send  a  commissioner  to.     Committee  to  Commissioners  at  Paris, 

Doc.  30,  1776. 
Failure  of  mission  to,   and  non-reception  of  Izard  as  minister.    lutcodnction, 
$  178 ;  and  see  ^  97a. 
United  Pkovincks.    (See  Netheilands,  Adams,  Dumas,  Franklin,  Holland.) 
United  States  op  America — 

Evolution  of  constitution  of.     Introduction,  JJ  iff.,  209. 
Revolutionary  schools  of.     Ibid.,  ^i20ff. 
Leading  revolutionary  statesmen.     Ibid.,  JJ  4,  113/.,  209. 
Attitude  of,  to  foreign  nations  during  the  Revolution.    Ibid.,  $$  20 j^. 
Relations  of,  to  Britain.     Ibid.,  $  27  /. 
Relations  of,  to  France.     Ibid.,  $  33/. 
Relations  of,  to  Spain.     Ibid.,  $  87/. 
Relations  of,  to  Prussia.     Ibid.,  i  90/. 
Relations  of,  to  Russia.     Ibid.,  ^92/ 
I        Relations  of,  to  Qernxui  Empire.    Ibid,,  $  96. 
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Uritbd  Statbs  op  Ambrica— CoDtinaed. 
Relalions  of,  to  Netberlaudn.    Ibid.,  i  97. 
Relations  of,  to  Tuscany.    Ibid,,  $  97a. 
Proposals  to,  for  me'liation.    Ihid,,  {$86,  98, 99. 
Qaestions  of  international  law  relating  to.    Ibid,,  $  100  jf. 
DIfllcaltiesofdiplouiaoyof.    Ibid. ^  i  103  ff,    (See  Diplomacjf.) 
Embarrassing  relations  with  France.    Ibid.,  $$  109  ff. 
English  peace  intermediaries  dealing  with.    Ibid.,  $  197. 
Necessity  of  French  aid  to,  in  spring  of  1777.     Commis9ionera  to  VergenneB,  Feb.  1, 

1777. 
Oaght  not  to  force  ministers  on  Europe.    Franklin  to  A.  Lee,  Mar.  21,  1777. 
Advantages  of  loans  to,  as  investment.    Franklin  (paper  by),  Aug.  — ,  1777. 
Critical  position  of,  in  1781.     Franklin  to  Vergennes,  Feb.  13, 1781. 
Prosperity  and  happinessof,  under  new  system.    Livingston  to  Dana,  Dec.  17, 1782. 
Announcement  of  acknowledgment  by  Great  Britaiu  of  iudexiendonce  of.    Adami 
to  Jag,  June  22,  1784 ;  Jag  to  Cangrwi,  Mar.  4, 1785. 
aofowN  Party— 
LetUur  to.    Supposed  to  be  from  A.  Lee,  Feb.  13,  1776. 
Writing  to  Franklin.    {S&e  WtiB9en9tein.) 

Claim  of.    Franklin  to  Dwnuu,  Dec.  19, 1775. 
FoKGB.    Sufferings  at,  contranted  with  British  dissipation  at  Philadelphia. 
Introduction,  %  23. 
c^jfAis.    Appointed  French  consul  to  Boston.     Congress,  Jan.  21,  1779. 
Bkrckkl— 
From  Vnmas,  July  27,  1778. 

(See  Dumas  to  Van  Berokel,  same  date.) 
To  Diunas.    Position  of  Holland,  July  31,  1778. 
JProm  Dumas,  Aug.  17, 1778. 

(See  Dnmas  to  Van  Berokel,  same  date.) 
*ro  Dumas.    As  to  power  of  Amsterdam  in  respect  to  treaties,  Sept.  23,  1778. 
Authorizes  draught  of  treaty  between  The  Netherlands  and  the  United  States.     TF 

Lee  to  Committee,  Oct,  15,  177H. 
^"riticisuis  of.     Covimissio tiers  to  Dumas,  Oct.  16,  1778. 
Trom  Commissioners,  Oct.  29,  1778. 

(See  Franklin  et  al.  to  Van  Berokel,  same  date.) 
^ositiuu  of,  in  Holland  in  1780.     Dumas  to  Congress,  Dec.  19, 1780. 

(See  Adams  to  Congress,  Aug.  22,  1781.) 
XYom  Adams,  Mar.  8,  1781. 

(See  Adams  to  Van  Berokel,  same  date.) 
X>ifficultios  incurred  by  in  Holland   owing  to  disclosure   of   Laurens'  jtapers. 

Adams  to  Livingston,  Feb.  21, 1782. 
^Reliance  of,  on  American  commissioners.     Dumas  to  Adams,  Fob.  4,  178^}. 
dominated  as  Dutch  minister  to  the  United  States.     Dumas  to  Livingston,  Mar.  4, 

5,  1783. 
Oreat  merits  of.    Dumas  to  lAvingston.  Mar.  f),  1783. 
r^         AVelconie  to,  on  arrival  in  the  United  States.   Boudinoi  to  Van  Berckcl,  Oct.  24,  1783. 

"^^^  Blbiswick.     From  Adams,  Mar.  31, 1782. 
^  (See  Adams  to  Van  Bleiswiok,  same  date.) 

^>^  DER  Capellam — 

From  Adams,  Oct.  22,  1780. 

(See  Adams  to  Van  der  Capellan,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Nov.  20, 1780. 

(See  Adams  to  Van  der  Capellan,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Dec.  9,  1780. 
(See  Adams  to  Van  der  Capellan,  same  date.) 
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Vandrkuil.    From  LuzfrnCf  Dec.  18, 1782. 

(Seo  Luzerne  to  Vandreuil^  same  date.) 
Vauban.    >See  Introdaotion,  $  78. 
Vaughan,  B. — 

Political  position  of.    Introdnctiou,  $$  158, 198. 
From  Franklin^  Juno  15,  1780. 

(See  Franklin  to  Vaughan^  same  date.) 
His  marriage  and  his  agency  in  relief  of  Laurens.    Franklin  to  Vangkanf  Nov.  22, 

1781. 
From  Franklin,' Jxk\y  10, 1782. 

(Soo  Franklin  to  Vanghany  same  date.) 
From  F)ranklin,  July  11, 1782. 

(Soo  Franklin  to  Vaughan,  same  date.) 
To  Franklin.    As  to  political  prospects,  Jan.  IH,  1783. 
From  Adanis,  Mar.  12, 178:). 

(Soo  Adams  to  Vaughan,  same  date.) 
From  Jay,  Mar.  28, 1783. 

(See  Jay  to  Vaughan,  samo  date.) 
Vaughan,  J.  (brother  of  B.  Vaughan) — 

Jay  declines  to  administer  oath  of  allegiance  to.    Jay  to  FrankUn,  May  31,  1781. 

(Seo,  however,  Franklin  to  Jay,  Aug.  30,  1781,  and  Introdaotion,  $  198.) 
Introduced  to  Bache.    Franklin  to  Baohe,  Jan.  19, 1782. 
Vauguyon— 

Memorial  of,  to  States-Genoral,  Dec.  7, 1778. 
From  J,  Paul  Jones,  Nov.  4, 1779. 

(See  J,  P.  Jones  to  Vaugnyim,  same  date.) 
From  Dunias,  Nov.  9, 1779. 

(See  Dumas  to  Vauguyon,  same  date.) 
From  Dumas,  Nov.  11,  1779. 

(Soo  Dumas  to  Vauguyon,  samo  date.) 
Fi-om  Dumas,  Nov.  13, 1779. 

(Seo  Dumas  t4>  Vauguyon,  same  date.) 
From  J.  P.  Jonea,  Doc.  13,  1779. 

(See  J.  r.  Jones  to  Vauguyon,  samo  dato.) 
Advises  tlio  demand  for  an  answer  to  the  pro|M>Bitiou  of  alliance.    Adams  to  Frank- 
lin, Feb.  20, 1781. 
FTom  Adams.    Asked  as  to  advisability  of  proposing  alliance  between  lloUaud  and 
America,  Mar.  1, 1781. 

(See  Adams  to  Vauguyon,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Mar.  8,  1781. 

(See  Adams  to  Vauguyon,  samo  datx).) 
To  Adams,    Acknowledges  receipt  of  the  resolutions  of  Congress  acceding  to  the 
principles  of  neutrality  declared  by  Russia,  but  can  not  second  them  without 
instruction,  Mar.  14,  1781. 
From  Adams,  Apr.  16, 1781. 

(See  Adams  to  Vauguyon,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  May  1,  1781. 

(Soo  Adams  to  Vauguyon,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Nov.  24, 1781. 

(Soo  Adams  to  Vauguyon,  same  date.) 
From  Adamn,  Nov.  25,  1781. 

(Seo  Adams  to  Vauguyon,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Doc.  19, 1781. 

(See  Adams  to  Vauguyon,  samo  date.) 
To  Adams.    As  to  interview,  Dec.  20, 1781. 
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Vadodton — Continued. 

To  Aiom»,     Ab  to  tatter's  ofBoIal  visitA,  Doa.  30,  1761. 
ToAAam*.     Objootioos  to  AiUma'  courwi  atThu  Ungiio,  Miir.4,  17**i. 
From  AAanu,  Apr.  10,  17B2. 
(Sue  Adamn  to  Fiwgitjraii,  eanm  ditto.) 
Vkrho  (Frtinoh  minister  in  Riisaia)— 

llii  onrre«tii>iiilflucii  with  Dana.     (Saa  Dana.) 

To  Dana,    Aobrinnlodgiuf;  eourttay,  etc.,  Ati^.  30, 1781. 

ftoui  /JaM,  Aug.  30,  1781. 

(Soo  Dana  to  F«wi,  same  dmto.) 
From  Dana,  Sept.  1,  17B1, 

(See  Dana  to  Ferae,  Barne  date.) 
To  Dana.     As  to  ftnesiaii  policy  »ud  tba  iiuprobnbility  of  Iiia  odrly  iMeptioD, 
Sopt.  2,  1781. 
I  From  Dana,  Sept.  t,  17B1. 

(See  Dana  to  Faraa,  same  dato.) 
To  Dana.     Ab  to  Riissiao  modial.icm,  Sept.  1*2,  t7Hl. 
From  Dana,  Sept.  13,  1781. 

(.Soo  Dana  to  Verae,  saino  data.) 
"■rKjHKKKS— 

Xlis  |Hilicy  in  tbo  oabioet  of  LoiiIh  XVI ;  pi'taonul  (tiinrnotoristioB  and  eaiidnflt. 

Introdnction,  H  3Tff. 
STn  ooDduet  vomnrda  Atiiorina.     IMd.,  ?f  50^. 
CifflonltiM  with  Spain.     Ibid.,  H  •''>3,  8G. 

£fforta  to  8trel«b  tlio  rightti  of  noiil raisin  ravororAniorlon.     lbid.,i  100. 
TJowllIinK  to  oounde  in  A.  Loe.    Ibid.,  $  152. 
StrsiaedtclBtiODHor,  wittiAdsnu.     /Aid., }  13.     (rR/ni,unrloT dates ofJiino 30 and 

July  25,  1780.) 
fits  partiDK  triliiilo  to  Franittin.     Ibid.,  $  128. 
XtOBiio  is  iiiHtru<\t<'d  to  Tnid  out  Trum  liini  if  Fraiiro  will  g'^o  tlin  I'oionist*  arniB. 

CmmUMm  to  Dmu*,  Hu.  3, 1T7«. 
TTo  AwManOMlt,  Apr.  36, 1776. 
Xtoqaeata  witbnrity  from  Lonis  XVI  to  Mnil  the  Engllsb  Colonies  money.     Fer- 

gmnt  to  ZaaiM  XFI,  Hay  S,  1776. 
Interview  witb,  by  Desae,  npon  condition  of  affiifn  in  Earope  and  America  and 

obtaining  ■nppliea.     Deant  to  CntMlIlM,  Ang.  18, 1776. 
Viom  JDmm,  Ang.S!t,  1776. 

(8m  Dttm*  to  FergmmoM,  same  date.) 
Bajn  France  will  not  go  to  war  witb  England,  bat  will  supply  arms  to  ooIouIbIs. 

Beeerd  of  C^mmUiM,  Oct.  1, 1776. 
Vron  Deamt,  Dec.  8, 1776, 

(See  Dm**  to  Vtrgtnna*,  same  date.) 
X^m  AaaUia,  Doc.  23, 1776. 

(8  •  A-oaUiM  to  Fergtmnet,  same  date.) 
Vint  aadieooBof  oommiaBloners  witb,  Jan,  4,  1777. 
SVom  (hmn^uUu«n,  Jan.  5,  1777. 

(See  jpVaallts,  Dmm,  and  Xm  to  Vergmmt,  same  date.) 
ToJiToaJUM.     Refereucie  of  letter  in  diapatoh  of  comniiioiloners  to  oommtttoo  of 

Jan.  5, 1771. 
From  CSBiMiMioHcra,  Feb.  1,  1777. 

(See CMMaiMimHr*  to  Fsr^miiM,  same  date.) 
TeCmfliiMfoacrs.    His  protest  against  Amerioau  bceacUes  of  neutrality,  Jnly  16, 

1777. 
Fton  nwiUU  and  Dtame,    In  explanation,  Jnly  17,  1777. 
(See  JhMUla  and  Deaiu  to  Verg«n»«»,  same  date.) 
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Tandrruil.    From  LueemCf  Dec.  18, 1782. 

(Soo  Luzerne  to  Fandrenilj  same  date.) 
Yauban.    See  IntrodootioD,  $  78. 

YAUGHANy  B.— 

Political  position  of.    Introdnctiou,  $$  158, 198. 
From  Franklin,  Jane  15, 1780. 

(See  Franklin  to  VaughaHf  same  date.) 
His  marriage  and  liis  agency  in  relief  of  Lanrens.    Franklim  to  Vatighmmf  Not.  89| 

1781. 
From  JV-anA;{iii/Jnly  10, 1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Vaughanf  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  July  11, 1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Fanghanf  same  date.) 
To  Franklin.    An  to  political  prospects,  Jan.  IH,  1783. 
From  Adamt,  Mar.  12, 178:). 

(Soo  Jdame  to  Vaugkan,  same  date.) 
From  Jay,  Mar.  28, 1783. 

(See  Jay  to  Vaughanj  same  date.) 
Vauohan,  J.  (brother  of  B.  Yaughan) — 

Jay  declines  to  administer  oath  of  allegiance  to.    Jay  to  FrankUn,  May  31, 1781. 

(See,  however,  Franklin  to  Jay,  Aug.  30,  1781,  and  Introduction,  §  198.) 
Introduced  to  Bache.    Franklin  to  Baohe,  Jan.  19, 1782. 
Yauouyon— 

Memorial  of,  to  States-Qenoral,  Dec.  7, 1778. 
From  J,  Paul  Janes,  Nov.  4, 1779. 

(See  J,  P,  Jonee  to  Vaugnyon,  same  date.) 
From  Dumas,  Nov.  9, 1779. 

(See  Dumas  to  Vauguyan,  same  date.) 
From  Dumas,  Nov.  U,  1779. 

(See  Dumas  to  Vaugnyon,  same  date.) 
From  Dumas,  Nov.  13, 1779. 

(See  Dumas  t>o  Vauguyon,  same  date.) 
From  J.  P.  Jones,  Dec.  13,  1779. 

(See  J.  P,  Jones  to  Vaugnyon,  same  date.) 
AdviMCS  the  demand  for  an  answer  to  the  pro|M>8itiou  of  alliance.    Adams  to  Frank- 

lin,  Feb.  20, 1781. 
From  Adams,    Asked  as  to  advisability  of  proposing  alliance  between  Holland  and 
America,  Mar.  1, 1781. 

(See  Adams  to  Vauguyon,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Mnr.  8,  1781. 

(See  Adams  to  Vauguyon,  same  dat«.) 
To  Adams,    Acknowledges  receipt  of  the  roeolutions  c»f  Congress  acceding  to  the 
principles  of  neutrality  declared  by  Russia,  but  can  not  second  theni  without 
instruction.  Mar.  14,  1781. 
From  Adams,  Apr.  IG,  1781. 

(See  Adams  to  Vauguyon,  same  date.) 
Front  sidams.  May  1,  1781. 

(See  Adams  to  Vauguyon,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Nov.  24, 1781. 

(See  Adams  to  Vauguyon,  same  date.) 
From  Adamn,  Nov.  25,  1781. 

(See  Adams  fjo  Vauguyon,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Dec.  19, 1781. 

(See  Adams  to  rotf^yon,  same  date.) 
Td  Adams,    As  to  interview,  Dec.  20, 1781. 
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Tauoutok— Continned. 

To  AdamM,    As  to  latter's  official  Tisits,  Doo.  30,  1761. 

To  Adam§.    Objections  io  Adams'  course  at  The  Hague,  Mar.  4,  17t^2. 

From  Adam9,  Apr.  10, 1782. 

(See  Adam  to  Vamgnyon,  same  date.) 
Vkrao  (French  minister  in  Russia)^ 

His  correspondence  with  Dana.    (See  Dana, ) 

To  Dana,    Acknowledging  oonrteey,  etc.,  Aug.  30, 1781. 

From  Dana^  Aug.  30,  1781. 

(See  Dana  to  VeraOf  same  date.) 
From  Dana,  Se])t.  1, 1781. 

(See  Dana  to  Verao,  same  date.) 
To  Dana.    As  to  Russian  policy  and  the  improbability  of  his  early  reception, 

Sept.  2,  1781. 
From  Dana,  Sept.  4,  1781. 

(See  Dana  to  VeraOf  same  date.) 
To  Dana,    As  to  Rnssian  mediation,  Sept.  12,  1781. 
From  Dantk,  Sept.  13,  1781. 

(See  Dana  to  Ferae,  same  date.) 

■RQENNKS— 

His  policy  in  the  cabinet  of  Louih  XYI;  personal  cliaraoteristics  and  conduct. 

Introduction,  $$  37^. 
His  conduct  towards  America.    Ihid.,§i60jf, 
Difficulties  with  Spain.    /Mil.,  $$  .'iS,  86. 

Efforts  to  stretch  the  rights  of  neutrals  in  favor  of  America.    Ihid,,  $  100. 
Unwilling  to  condde  in  A.  Lee.    IHd,,  i  152. 
Strained  relations  of,  with  Adams.    lUd,,  $  13.    ( Tnfra,  under  dates  of  June  30  and 

July  25,  1780.) 
His  parting  tribute  to  Franklin.    /Md.,  i  128. 
Deane  is  instructed  to  ftud  out  from  him  if  France  will  give  the  colonists  arms. 

Cemmiliee  to  Deane,  Mar.  3, 1776. 
To  BeanmarehaU,  Apr.  26,  1776. 
Requests  authority  from  Louis  XYI  to  send  the  English  Colonies  money.     Ver- 

gennee  to  LeuU  XVl,  May  2,  1776. 
Interview  with,  by  Deane,  upon  condition  of  affairs  in  Europe  and  America  and 

obtaining  snpplies.     Deane  to  Cemmiiiee,  Aug.  18, 1776. 
From  Deane,  Ang.  22,  1776. 

(See  Deane  to  Vergennee,  same  date.) 
Says  France  will  not  go  to  war  with  England,  but  will  supply  arms  to  colonists. 

Record  of  Committee,  Oct.  1, 1776. 
From  Deane,  Dec.  8, 1776, 

(See  Deane  to  Vergennee,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Doc.  23, 1776. 

(S   •  Franklin  to  Vergennea,  same  date. ) 
First  audience  of  commissioners  with,  Jan.  4,  1777. 
From  Commieeioners,  Jan.  5,  1777. 

(Sec  Franklin,  Deane,  and  Lee  to  Vergennee,  same  date.) 
To  Noaillea,    Reference  of  letter  in  dispatch  of  ooromisMionors  to  comraittoo  of 

Jan.  5,  1771. 
From  CommiBsionere,  Feb.  1,  1777. 

(See  CemmiaeionerB  to  Vergennee,  same  date.) 
To  Cemmieeioners,    His  protest  against  American  broaches  of  noutrality,  July  16, 

1777. 
From  Franklin  and  Deane,     In  explanation,  July  17,  1777. 
(See  Franklin  and  Deane  to  Vergennee,  same  date.) 
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y  K  na  RNM  Be — Con  ti  n  uod. 

To  AfUm*.    CoDAdM  in  tiM  Udelit;  of  tho  UniMd  StfttM  (o  tiwrtka,  Fab.  U, 

1780. 
From  AAatM,  Feb.SS,  17H0. 

(8»e  Jdani*  ti<  rcrgeajiet,  Muna  d*te.) 
From  ^dami,  Mar.al,  HSO. 

(See  Adamt  Ui  Vergennrn,  samo  d»(e.) 
To  :tiiam».     Ah  tiilliO|)iililL{'jil,ioiiorthelAtl«r'Hor«d«DtialH,M»r.30,  17B0. 
From  Adamt,  Apr.  2r.,  WtW. 

(See  .Jddmf  tn  IVi-a'iBwmr.anmo  date.J 
From  ./l^an.»,  Moy  ff,  ITHO. 

(Soo  Jdam*  b)  rrrnfliNM,  fekine  dftte. ) 
To  Jdamj.     Aik  iiij;  f„i  riirt.liiir  infc.rnmtlfin,  May  10.  1780. 
To  Franklin.     Inlruiiiidti):  Aronilt,  M»;  tl.  1780. 
From  Franklin,  May  10, 17H0. 

(Soe  Franklin  to  Fergana,  aanw  date. ) 
From  ^i((iRi>.  Hay  10,  17S0. 

fSoo  Adam  to  FeriimiMea,  aaiuB  date.)  , 

To  Jdant*.     Achnowletl^iip;  lelten,  eto.,  tlmy  34,  17BD. 
Priiin  Franklin.  JouelS,  17H). 

Svo FraxkliHta  Verffanma,  namodate.) 
k'rom  Jctams,  June  80,  17eO. 

<S«e  Adanu  to  yerg«a»M,  anma  <tat«. ) 
To  Adam*.     Dangcv  to  the  United  Stutes  of  depreoiatioD  of  paper  money,  Jane 

21,  1780. 
From  Adanu  (two  letters),  Jane  22,  1780. 

(See  Adami  to  Vergtniif,  luttne  date.) 
To  Franklin.    ComplHitiH  of  iiiiu1n<iiincy  of  Ail iimn' explanation  of  liin  conmo  and 
nakHl'r.iiiklin  to  iin-nnnt  tlie  niulL«r  toCoiigrofut,  Jmie  30,  1780. 

(See  Jifam*  to  F-'erirraiiM,  Jiioo  22,  I7W;  fVanUm  to  Onpreii.  June  36,   1780; 
Vtrgcnnet  to  Adam;  .liiiiu  30,  17t30.) 
From  Atiavo,  July  I,  17H0. 

(See  FfrgrnnM  to /frfODM,  siunoUato.) 
From  Franklin,  Jn!y  10,  1780. 

<See  Franklin  VoVtrgtnmtt,  a»me  ilate.) 

From  JiJanw,J  Illy  la,    780. 

Sno  Adatnt  to  VBrgKuncn,  same  date.) 
From  .JAiBu,  July  17   17B0. 

l&txi  Adamt  to  IVflfnitio,  name'lato.) 
To  Adami.    &lnlc^i    liu  olTurU  mado  by  France  In  Ibo  common   oaase,  and  tlie 
effuct  tlionouffurttmhoiildhavo  luallsylue  AmerlcaadiBcunhint,  JuljSO,  1780. 
Prom   Jdant*,  July  21,  1780. 

(Sec  Vrrgeii*i!»  to  Adamt,  same  date,) 
To  Adam*.     Protosl«  ARnillHt  Aduins  anuiiiinoiiig  hii*  peace  coin  lu  I  Minn  lo  Uritaiu, 

Jnly  '&,  1780. 
tVotn  Frankli«,  July  2r>,  1780. 

Sec  Vf,rgmne»  lo  Franklin,  name  date.) 
From  J<lfliiM,  J>lly  «!.    7H0. 

(Son  Adam*  to  Va-gennrt,  name  date.) 
Ftinn  Adamt,  July  27     7M0. 

(Sec  Adam*  I,"  rrrffwiNr',  bumib  ditto.) 
To  Adam*.    After  tlii'  iiiiNiiiulvntnioii  oi>  hU  prior  lotl«r.  doolinos  lo  liave  fnrtbpr 
oonferouce  witli  AdaiuH,  yraakliu  beiug  tbe  sole  Amerioao  miniater  Mccred- 
^^         ited  to  Pari«,  July  29,  1780. 
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VBROKNNKS—CoDti  lined. 

To  Franklin,    Advising  him  of  the  termiDatioa  of  his  correspondence  with  Adams, 

July  31,  1780. 
From  Framklin,  Ang.  15,  1780. 

(See  Franklin  to  Vergenn€9,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Sept.  7, 1780. 

(See  Franklin  to  Fergenne$,  same  date.) 
From  Jay,  Sept.  2*2,  1780. 

(See  Jaif  to  Vertfenne$f  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Nov.  19,  1780. 

(J^Um)  Franklin  to  Vergennes,  same  date.) 
To  Lncern0.    Telling  him  to  warn  Congress  against  listening  to  the  representa- 
tions of  a  mail  '*  whose  character  they  ought  to  know ; "  commends  Franklin's 
prndenci«  and  wisdom  in  the  highest  terms,  and  attrihntes  to  him  the  success 
America  has  had  in  France,  Dec.  4, 1780. 
From  Franklin,  Fob.  13,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Vergennes,  same  date.) 
To  Lnierne,    Impossible  for  France  to  meet  the  demands  of  Congress ;  had  influ- 
ence of  Izard  and  Loe ;  confidence  of  court  in  Franklin,  Feb.  14,  1781. 
His  position  as  to  Franco-American  alliance.    Adam$  to  Franklin,  Feb.  20,  1781 ; 

Adama  to  Congress,  same  date. 
From  Franklin,  Mar.  6, 1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Vergmnes,  same  date.) 
His  views  as  to  Adams  withholding  the  announcement  of  his  peace  commission 
approved  liy  Congress.     Huntington  to  Adams,  Jan.  10, 1781 ;  Lovell  to  Frank- 
lin, Mar.  9,  1781. 
From  Laurens,  Mar.  20  (f),  1781. 

(See  Lamrens  to  Vergennes,  same  date.) 
From  Dana,  Mar.  31,  1781. 

(See  Dana  to  Vergennes,  same  date.) 
To  Dana.    As  to  interview,  Apr.  1,  1781. 
From  Dana,  Apr.  2,  1781. 

(See  Dana  to  Vergennes,  same  date.) 
Advises  Dana  not  to  attempt  to  force  Iiiinself  npon  the  Russian  court,  Apr.  4, 1781. 
(Franklin  concurs  in  this  vtuw.    Franklin  to  Dana,  Apr.  7, 1'^Sl;  but  Adams 
dissents.     Adams  to  Dana,  Apr.  16,  1781.) 
From  lAiuretts,  Apr.  IB,  1781. 

(See  Lanrcns  to  VergentieSy  saino  <Iato.) 
To  Laurens.    Ucgrets  inability  to  supply  him  with  a<lditional  funds,  May  16, 1781. 
From  Franklin,  June  4,  1781. 

(Sec  P'ranklin  to  Vergennes,  Rjimo  date.) 
To  ^VaiiA;/ts.     DifTiciilticH  arising  from  Laurens'  action  in  Holland;  declines  to 

pay  for  his  purchostvi  on  credit,  .June  8,  1781. 
From  Franklin,  June  10,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Vergennes,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  June  U,  1781. 

(8eo  Franklin  to  Vergennes,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Juno  27,  1781. 

(8oo  Franklin  to  Vergennes,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  July  0,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Vergennes,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  July  7,  1781. 

(See  Adan^  to  Vergennes,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  Jnly  13,  1781. 
(See  Adams  to  Vergennes,  same  date.) 
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Terq  khiibs — Cod  ti  oaed. 

To  Adanu.    ConBdea  Id  the  fldelilr  of  tba  UuiWd  Bialm  to 

1780. 
From  Jdatiu,  Feb.SS,  I7W. 

(See  Jdami  to  rsr^itnnei,  MOM  date.) 
From  Adan.f,  Mnr.'Jl,  ITSO. 

ScDJiIanifto  Fergmnai,  WnnHtto.) 
To  JdariM.    Ab  to  tho  piililicaUoii  of  the  lAttoi'a  ofedeutialH,  H»r,  30,  1780. 
From  .-frfflBH,  Apr.  SS,  tTttO. 

SoQ  Jiloinf  la  VergeHnei. mmo  dato.^ 
From  /I'ranii  Ha;  9,  ITW. 

(Son  Jdani*  to  FerseauM,  ume  tUte.) 
To  Aitm».     Aakhij;  fur  riirllior  iu formation,  Mkj  10,  1780. 
Tn  ^ranfefrit.    Jiilmiliiciiit;  Aruniit,  Ha;  11,  1780. 
from  FraHklin,  May  111,1780. 

<See  FraHlUH  to  Vtrgmmn,  aane  dsto.) 
P'roni  Aiam;  Hay  If,  1780. 

^Sco  Adam*  to  Ferj«KMea,  •>«»  date.)  , 

To  vldanif.    Acku<>wli'<l);iii)r  lettora,  eto..  Hay  S4,  1780. 
Fri>i>i  J^VaNltfi*,  Jnue  IB,  17H0. 

(See  Franklin  to  Fer^vuHM,  nunc  date.) 
I'^m  Aiomn,  Juno  20,  17eo. 

(See  Adauitto  Fmy«n«M,  aiunedato.) 
Tu  Adaua.     Daogur  to  the  United  Stutos  of  ilepreoiation  of  paper  noDey,  Jddo 

21,  1780. 
From  Adavu  (two  letters},  Jnn«  32,  1780. 

(SeeJdanito  FeriTenttM,  nttnn  dato.) 
To  Frmtilin.     Cumiibi  t\i  ol'  iii:ii1i'i[iiiii!v  of  Ailamn'  niplnnation  of  bin  Rotimo  and 
BdkB Frank  in  <•<  |iiif«iit  tlio  mutkir  toCoiigroM,  Jniio  30,  17MI. 
<8ee  Adam*  to  Verg'nrie*,  Jitne  22,  I7W;  JVaaUm  to  Omgntf,  June  26,  1780; 
FgrjcNNMtoJdan*,  .I<ii>o30,  17dO.) 
Frora.idan.«.  .Itil.vl,17H0. 

(Soo  Fir-jvHMM  to  Ailamii,  siimo  tlato.) 
From  Franklin  July  10,  1780. 

(Son  Franklin  ioVvrge»nea,  aaino  ilato.) 
From  Adams,  July  13,  1780. 

{Sm  Aitami  to  Fw'ireniiei,  sanw  date.) 
FromJdo»i«,Jnlyl7  1780. 

{B>MAdam*io  FergeiiHi-j,  Aamodatc.) 
To  Adami.    Stnlns  tlio  cflorlK  iiinilo  by  Prance  ia  the  oommon   oanae,  and   the 
elTuot  liioBofiirortHHhoiild  bavo  in  allayiDg  Amerloandiacontnot,  JoljSO,  1780. 
From  Jilami,  JDly21,  1780. 

(See  Ffrg»nnt$  to  Aianu,  wime  date.) 
To  Adam*.     ProtoslA  againHt  Adams  auuoniioing  his  poaoe  coiniiiitMioii  lu  llritaiu, 

July  2r>,  1780. 
Fnrn  FranUin,  Jnly  •^>,  1780. 

(Seu  Vergenaft  to  ii'mnJ.-rin,  aamo  dato.) 
Prom  Adams,  Jnly  2tf,  1780. 

(Suo  .H^anx  to  Fergaann,  name  dato.) 
From  /ld<Tmi,Jii1y27,  1780. 

(8co  Adamt  to  Fi!rjiiiiiH«i, Biimo  ditto.) 
To  Adams.    After  thn  animiulverBioa  on  bis  prior  lottor,  deaiiues  to  have  fnrther 
oouferoiice  with  Adaius,  Franklin  being  tbe  sole  American  mioiBter  accred- 
ited to  Paris,  Jnly  20,  1780. 
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To  Franklin,    Ail  vieiog  htm  of  the  terminatioQ  of  his  oorrespoudeuoe  with  AdaioBi 

July  31,  1780. 
From  Franklin,  Ang.  15,  1780. 

(See  Franklin  to  Vergenne*,  SAme  data.) 
Prom  Franklin,  Sept.  7, 1780. 

(See  Franklin  to  Fergenneif  same  date.) 
From  Jag,  Sopt.  22,  1780. 

(Seo  Jag  to  Vergennetf  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Nov.  19,  1780. 

(Aeo  Franklin  to  Vergennes,  same  date.) 
To  Lneerne.    Telliog  him  to  warn  Congress  against  listening  to  the  representa- 
tions of  a  man  "  whose  character  they  onght  to  linow ; "  commends  Franklin's 
pradencn  and  wisdom  in  the  highest  terms,  and  attributes  to  him  the  success 
America  has  had  in  France,  Dec.  4, 1780. 
From  Franklin,  Fob.  13,  1781. 

(8oe  Franklin  to  Vergenne$,  same  date.) 
To  Lnxerne,    Impossible  for  France  to  meet  the  demands  of  Congress ;  bod  influ* 

once  of  Izard  and  Loe;  confidence  of  court  in  Franklin,  Feb.  14,  1781. 
His  position  as  to  Franco-American  alliance.    AdamB  to  Franklin^  Feb.  20,  1781 ; 

Adams  to  Congre$$,  same  date. 
From  Franklin,  Mar.  6, 1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Vergmnes,  same  date.) 
His  views  as  to  Adams  withholding  the  announcement  of  his  peace  commission 
approved  by  Congress.     Huntington  to  Adamif  Jan.  10, 1781 ;  Lavell  to  Frank- 
lin, Mar.  9,  1781. 
Prom  Lauren$f  Mar.  20  (f),  1781. 

(Soe  Lmmrem  to  yergenne$f  same  date.) 
From  Dana,  Mar.  31,  1781. 

(See  Dana  to  Vergennes,  same  date.) 
To  Dana,    As  to  iutorviow,  Apr.  1,  1781. 
From  Dana,  Apr.  2,  1781. 

(Sco  Dana  to  Fergennen,  samo  dato.) 
Advises  Dana  not  to  attempt  to  force  himself  npou  the  Russian  court,  Apr.  4, 1781. 
(Franklin  c^iucnrs  in  this  view.    Franklin  to  Dana^  Apr.  7, 1'^Sl;  but  Adams 
dissents.     Adams  to  Dana,  Apr.  10,  1781.) 
From  lAturens,  Apr.  18,  1781. 

(Seo  Lanrrua  to  VergcnneSy  sanio  date.) 
To  Laurent.    Kcgrots  inability  to  supply  him  with  ailditional  funds,  May  16, 1781. 
From  Franklin,  .Juno  4,  1781. 

(Sec  Franklin  to  Vergennes,  same  date.) 
To  Franklin.    DifTiculties  arising  from  Laurens'  action  in  Holland;  declines  to 

pay  for  his  purchas(*>s  on  credit,  Juno  8,  1781. 
From  Franklin,  June  10,  1781. 

(Seo  Franklin  to  Vergennes,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Juno  11,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Vergennes,  same  dato.) 
From  Franklin,  June  27,  1781. 

(Seo  Franklin  to  Vergennes,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  July  0.  17H1. 

(See  Franklin  to  Vergcniics,  same  date.) 
From  Adams,  July  7,  1781. 

(See  Adams  to  Vergennes,  same  dato.) 
From  Adams,  July  13,  1781. 
(See  Adams  to  Vergennes,  same  date. ) 
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Vkrornnrs— Con  tinned. 

From  AdamSf  July  16,  1781. 

(8eo  AdatM  to  Vergentie$^  Aanin  date.) 
To  Adamg.    Advising  him  not  to  act  on  mediation  propoiiition,  July  18,  1781 
From  Franklin^  Not.  20, 1781. 

(Sco  Franklin  to  Fergennetf  same  date.) 
To  Adam»,    Acknowledging  note,  Deo.  7,  1781. 
From  Franklin,  Deo.  *^7,  1781. 

(See  Franklin  to  Vergennes,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Jan.  18,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Vergennes,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Fob.  1,  1782. 

(See  Franklin,  to  Vergennet,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Feb.  2,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Vergennes,  same  date.) 
From  Blome,  Feb.  6,  1782. 

(See  Blome  to  Fergcnne§,  Name  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Fob.  15,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Vergennea,  same  date.) 
To  Franklin.    As  to  alleged  American  spoliations  of  Danish  vessels,  Feb.  24, 1782. 
From  Franklin,  Mar.  3,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Fei'j/fnxM,  same  date.) 
From  MarboiB,  Mar.  13,  1782. 

rSce  MarhoiB  to  Vergennet,  Fame  date.) 
From  Xa  jPayetto,  Mar.  20,  1782. 

(See  La  Fayelte  to  Vergenne$,  same  date. ) 
From  Montmorin,  Mar.  30,  1782. 

(Sco  Montmorin  to  Fergennes,  same  date.) 
From  Frafii^Zin,  May  4,  1782. 

(See  Fanklin  to  Fergennea,  same  dat-e,  in  Franklin's  journal,  July  1,  1782  ) 
To  Franklin,    On  peace.  May  5,  1782.     (Given  in  Franklin*s  journal,  under  date  of 

July  1, 1782). 
Part  in  peace  negotiations.     (See  Franklin*$  journal,  from  Mar.  21  to  July  1,  1782; 

under  date  of  Jnly  1, 1782.) 
From  Franklin,  Jnly  18, 1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Fergennc«,  samo  date.) 
From  Franklin,  July  24, 1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Fergennea,  samo  date.) 
To  Franklin.    Criticising  a  communication  of  Shelbume  as  meant  to  sow  dissiMi- 

sion,  Jnly  28, 1782. 
To  Waahingian.    As  to  Asgill's  case,  July  29,  1782. 
To  Franklin.     As  to  Oswald's  power,  Aug.  8,  1782. 
From  Franklin,  Aug.  8, 1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Fergenne$,  same  date.) 
To  Franklin^  acknowledging  letter,  Aug.  23,  1782. 
Position  of,  as  to  separate  peace.     Lugrme  to  CongrmB.  Sept.  24, 1782. 
To  Franklin.    An  to  progress  of  negotiations,  Sept.  24, 1782. 
As  to  peace  negotiations  of.    See  Introduction,  $  53. 
To  Franklin.    As  to  Barclay's  commission,  Oct,  3,  1782. 
From  Franklin,  Oct.  14,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Fergvnnen,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Nov.  8, 1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Ftrgennet,  same  date.)  V 

From  Washington,  Nov.  21, 1782. 

(See  Wa$hington  to  Fergennea,  same  date.) 
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Froui  La  Fayette,  Nov.  22, 1782. 

(See  La  Fayette  to  Vergennee,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Nov.  30, 1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Vergenncs,  naino  date. ) 
To  Luzerne.    Discassing  the  i>eace;  saying  that  he  had  in  no  way  interfere^!, 
nor  had  he  been  informed  of  the  progress  of  the  negotiations ;  had  boon 
pained  at  the  immediate  announcement  of  the  articles  to  the  United  Statos, 
they  being  only  provisional;  the  French  treaty  not  yet  concluded,  but  is  in 
rapid  prog^ress ;  Spain  has  got  to  be  satisiie<l;  the  American  oommissionors* 
however,  did  not  even  ask  as  to  this  matter,  Deo.  19, 1782. 
To  Franklin,    Complaining  of  the  separate  action  of  the  American  commission- 
ers, Dec.  15, 1782. 
From  Franklin^  Dec.  l.'i,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  VergenneSf  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Dec.  17.,  1782. 

(See  Franklin  to  Vergennen^  same  date.) 
To  Franklin,     As  to  progress  of  French  negotiation,  Dec.  25,  1782. 
From  Tal  Fayette,  Jan.  1,  178:). 

(See  La  Fayette  to  Vergennee,  same  date.) 
Fairness  of  position  of,  in  peaco  negotiations.     Limngnton  to  Jay,  Jan.  3, 1783. 
To  Franklin.    Asking  for  an  interview  with  American  commissioners,  Jan.  16, 1783. 
From  Franklin,  Jan.  18, 1783. 

{8ee Franklin  to  Vergennce,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Jan.  25,  1783. 

(See  Franklin  to  Vergenne^,  same  date.) 
His  course  as  to  Holland  explained.    Dumae  to  Adams,  Fob.  4, 1783. 
Distmsted  by  Adams.    Adame  to  Dunuu,  Feb.  5, 178:). 
To  Luzerne.    As  to  loans  to  the  United  States ;  showing  their  difficulty.  Mar.  10, 

1783. 
From  Franklin,  Mar.  16, 178:). 

(Soe  Franklin  to  Vergennes,  same  date.) 
^From  Franklin,  Mar.  24,  1783. 

(See  Franklin  to  Vfrgennea,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  May  4, 178:3. 

(Sro  Franklin  to  Vergennes,  nanio  date.) 
To  Franklin,  As  to  treaty,  May  5,  1783. 
From  Franklin,  May  5,  178:3. 

(See  Franklin  to  Vergennes,  naino  date.) 
To  Franklin,     PropoHCH  now  articloH  to  treaty  between  France  and  the  United 

States,  May  20,  1783. 
From  Franklin  and  Jay,  June  28,  1783. 

(See  Franklin  and  Jay  to  Vergennes,  same  dat>e. ) 
From  Franklin  and  Jay.     Appealing  earnestly  for  financial  relief,  .June  28, 1783. 
To  Iai  Fayette,    That  L'Oriout  is  a  free  port,  Juno  29,  178:3. 
From  Franklin,  July  4,  178:). 

(SooFranWia  to  Vergennes,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  July  14, 1783. 

(See/'VanWia  to  Vergennes,  same  date.) 
Character  and  elTorts  of,  coinniondml  by  Franklin.     Franklin  to  Livifigston,  July 

22,  178:). 
Position  of,  discussed.     Adams  to  Livingston,  Aug.  ir>,  178:3. 
From  Franklin,  Aug.  16, 1783. 

(See  Franklin  to  Vergennes,  same  date.) 
Refused  to  sign  definitive  treaty  with  England  until  tli.-it  with  the  United  States 
is  signed.    Franklin  to  Congress,  Sept.  i:),  178!).    (See  lutroductiou  ^^  53,  54.) 
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y  BROENNBS— >CnU  ti  II  lied. 

To  Franklin,    Asking  that  the  treaty  stipalation  that  no  other  nation  ahall  hare 

Hiiporior  advantages  to  France  be  pat  in  nn  offloial  note,  Ang.  87, 1784. 
From  Frauklin,    Giving  snch  note,  Sept.  3, 1784.    (Accepted  by  Vergennes,  Sept. 

U,  17B4.) 
To  Franklin,    As  to  commoroial  treaties,  Sept.  9,  1784. 
To  Franklin,    As  to  accounts,  Oct.  30, 1784. 
Vkrnon,  governor  of  Towor.   To  Sir  G,  Cooper,   Saying  that  Laarens  was  well  treated 

and  contented,  Nov.  27, 1780. 
Vessri^.    (See  Shipg,  8uppUe$.) 

Doano  roqiio8t«  Beaninnrchais  to  obtain.     Deanf  to  BeaumarohaiSf  Aug.  19, 1776. 

American,  detained  as  pirates.    Deane  to  Committee,  Oct.  17, 1771). 

And  goods.    Dutch.    Orders  of  council  as  to  seizure  of.     Adame  to  Congree^^  Jan. 

1, 1781. 
Taken  after  peace.    Restitution  of.    Hvingeton  to  Dighjf,  Apr.  12, 1783 ;  LMugeion 
to  GrefMC^  Apr.  12,  1783. 
Vienna.    A  comuiiRsioner  to  court  of.     Committee  to  Commieeionerty  Dec.  30,  177G. 

(Sec  TF.  T^e.) 
ViRNNR.     (See  Introdnctiou,  J  78.) 
ViOMKNiL.    (Soo  Introduction  $  78.) 
VinaiNiA— 

Attempts  of,  to  purchase  arms  in  Europe.    Franklin  to  Vergennes,  May  3,  31,  1779. 
DifllcuUies  attending  separate  application  of,  for  foreign  aid.    MorrU  to  Gover^ior, 

Apr.  27,  1782. 
Supplies  to,  to  bo  charged  to  tlie  United  States.    Morris  to  Franklin,  Oct.  27, 1782. 
(See  State  purchases, ) 
ViTOUiA.    A.  Leo's  arrival  at.    A,  Lee  to  Committee,  Fob.  26, 1777. 
Walpolr  Grant.    Charnctor  of.    Introduction,  $$  189,  202. 
Walpolr,  IIoracr— 

Advocates  American  indopondence.     Introduction,  $  31. 
Notices  of  Franklin.     Ihid.,  $  123. 
Walpolr,  Thomas— 

His  pOHitioii  OH  a  peaco  hitorniediary.     Introduction,  $  202.     (See  Shelbume  to 

Oswatd,  May  21,  1782.) 
Interview  with  Franklin  of  June  15,  1782.     Franklin^s  journal,  under  date  of  July 
1,  1782. 
Walsh,  R.     Ilis  views  a.s  to  Britisli  barbarism.     Introduction,  $  22. 
Waltkhsdorfk.     From  Jiosencrone^  Feb.  22, 1783. 
(Suo  lioscHcrone  to  Waltersdorff,  same  date.) 
War— 

Sciunco  of.     Its  relations  to  finance  and  diplomacy.     Introduction,  ^  \  jf. 
Revolutionary.     (See  7{<;tH>Itt<ton,  Washington,) 
Washington's  policy  as  to.     Introduction,  ^9  ff, 
British  barbarism  in.     Ibid.,  $  22. 
French  ofTiccrs  engaged  in.     llnd,,  $$  78,  82. 
Frisoners  taken  in.     (Soo  Prisoners,) 

Progress  of.     (See  Deane  Ui  Morris,  Sept.  7,  Oct.  8,  Nov.  9,  1776;  Committee  to 

Deane,  Oct.  1,  1770;  Deane  to  Jay,  Dec.  3,  1776;  Committee  tq  Commissioners, 

Feb.  19,  June  13,  May  2,  July  2,  Aug.  7, 8, 1777 ;  Carmichafl  to  Dnmas,  Juno  13, 

1777;  Jan.  21,  May  14,1.5,  1778.) 

Account  of  Howe's  capture  of  Philadolxiliia  and   coubcquencos.    CommiUoe  to 

Commissioners,  Oct.  6,  Dec.  2,  1777. 
Burgoyne's  defeat  and  surrendor.    Committee  to  Commissioners,  Oct.  31,  1777. 
Capture  of  Delaware  forts.    Committee  to  Commissioners,  Dec.  2,  1777. 


^n 
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W*R— Continued." 

Bstwoon  Eoglftail  Anil  France  ^liatJng  though  not  doolatwl.    CoMmUiicneri  to 

C-rngtrti,  July  23,  1778, 
QoatilitieB  at  aca  begun.    Cammiulaniiri  to  Congrai;  July  S8,  1778.     (Son  latro- 

duction,  i  IGl.) 
n»«  uii  oRect  on  Ifae  gaiety  of  Frouoe.     Franklin  to  /.Biwiie,  Mar.  C,  1780. 
Dcolarod  by  England  ngatnst  Holland.    Carmiefiael  to  Cominillfe,  Jan.  4,  1781. 
Prsparatioiia  for  war  proposed  liy  tlia  Princo  of  Orniij;p.     Adaau  to  Congrett,  Jan. 

15,  1781.     (Son  CttrmioAacI  lo  CBrnmUliHi,  Jan.'JU,  1781,) 
Preparntione  for, by  Spain.    Camkhael  lo  Committct,  Jan. 20,  1T81. 
Ameliorationii  of.     Franklin  lj)  Vaiu/lian,  Jnly  10,  1782. 
CoHMtion  of.     Dnclnrntl'-.u  of,  Jati.SO,  178:1.     P-ianktin  t^i  r.iKiHgtton,  Jan.  31, 178.1; 

Adam  to  Liviiijxion,  Jan.  23,  1783. 
Froclamatlona  of  ceHxatinn  of.  Fob.  11,  20.  I7H:t. 

Liability  of  Congress  for  damages  to  citizens  iiiHictcil  iti.     Atorrin  tn  Co>ig>ti$, 
Jan.  21,  17&I. 
'^aubkh.     Snspicions  couilnct  of.     Dfontto  Committef,  Ang.  I^j,  1770. 
'^AnBEN,  Captain.    Compliiiaed  of  by  VorgeouM,  May  15,  177B. 
'^'arkbn,  Jambs — 

Proni  Adams,  Aug.  A,  1776. 

(Boo  Adanii  to  Ifarren,  saino  date.) 
From  Adamg,  Fob.  Sli,  17«0. 
(Soo  Adanu  to  fFancH,  saino  dato.) 

"■^  eiUNOTON— 

His  poBltiOD  as  to  revotiilionaTy  politics.     Introduction,  4  I  jf. 

nil  military  puliuy.     /Hrf.,  f  !). 

Cnngrwaioaal  opposilion  t^i.     Hid.,  i  II. 

Approval  of,  by  foreign  anlboritien.     /Iitif.,  }  IS. 

Hit  fiiiinion  of  Franklin.     Ibid.,  $  li:i. 

His  fortitnile  in  disftst^r.     Ibid.,  i  8. 

CthtA  Bgkiiial.    IMd.,  i  11. 

Hii  nnlqtiB  grMidoiir.    Jbid,,  f  13. 

Hb  superiority  to  other  rovolntionary  ohkt-noliera.    IbU.,  ^  13. 

JaftloBsy  ot,  ahown  by  A.  Lee.    A.  Lee  to  Golden,  Fob.  13, 1776. 

Hia  magnkainiity  in  forwarding  the  Loe-Coldon  papers.    Note  to  A.  Let  to  Golden, 

Fob.  13,  I77B. 
To  B.  H.  Lm.    Aa  to  cnmpaign,  etc,  Hay  16, 1778. 
horn  Aime,  Sept.  15, 1776. 

(Sen  Drane  to  Wa$bingtoH,  aaoio  date.) 
Betama  Lord  Howe's  letter  a*  not  ailtlreased  with  his  rank.    Deane  to  Duma*,  Oct. 

6,1778. 
AppToral  of  hia  oonrse  by  Enrniiban  generals.    ConimI«ian«rs  to  ComMlllec,  Fob. 

6,  1777.    Introdnotiou,  ^  12. 
To  Jag.    Importanco  of  oiDoial  pulilicatifln  of  Tonign  nons,  Har.  1, 1777. 
From  FiwMin  (two  loiters),  Jnno  13,  1T77. 

(See  fYankUn  to  Washington,  sutnu  date.) 
^m,^.  Lee.     LetterofeorDpUment,  narrating  also  improvemont  in  Prussian  aima, 
Jnne  16,  1777. 

(See  A.  LeeUy  Wtukington,  same  date,) 
ftom  Leoell     As  to  engagomout  of  engineers  by  Congress,  Jnlj  34,  1777. 

(See  LotM  to  WaehingloH,  same  date.) 
Prom  H.  Ltutrene,  May  5,  1778. 

(Bm  H.  Lament  to  JFaekington,  sanio  diito.) 
(Mm)  agatnat,  deuoanoed.     Ilutledge  to  Jag,  Doo.  25, 1778.     (3oe  RiitUdge  to  IFa«fc- 
fa^lw^  utdweflaf^IotrddaatioD,  i  11.) 
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Washington— Coutinued. 

To  Jay,    Inquires  M  to  diepositioti  of  the  Gontinoutal  frigates,  aud  as  to  the  ear- 

reiicy  aud  otkor  uiatten  before  Congress,  Apr.  20, 1779. 
From  Jay,  Apr.  2G,  1779. 

(Soo  Jay  to  Waahingtony  same  date.) 
To  Jay,    Alarm  of,  at  condition  of  currency,  May  10, 1779. 
Conference  of,  with  Luzeme,  Sept.  16,  1779. 
From  Luzerne,  Jan.  23,  1780. 

(See  Luzerne  to  TFaehiugi&n,  same  date.) 
To  Luzerne.    Prospects  of  coming  campaign,  Fob.  4,  1780. 
To  Luzerne,    As  to  certain  field  operations,  Feb.  15,  1780. 
From  Franklin,  Mar.  5, 1780. 

(See  Franklin  to  Waahingion,  same  date.) 
From  Luzerne,  Apr.  29,  1780. 

(See  Liuserne  to  WaMngton,  same  date.) 
To  Luzerne,    Expressions  of  courtesy,  May  5,  1780. 
To  Luzerne,    Death  of  Miralles;  arrival  of  La  Fayette,  May  11, 1780. 
From  Luzerne,  May  21,  1780. 

(See  Luztrne  to  WoBhingion,  same  date.) 
To  Luzerne.    Rocoguitiou  of  courtesies,  and  plans  for  co-operation,  June  5, 1780. 
To  Luzerne,    Suggests  plan  of  Joint  campaign,  July  27,  Aug.  4,  6, 1780. 
To  Luzerne,     Inclosing  letter  to  Guicben,  Sept.  12,  1780. 
From  Luzerne,  July  30,  1780. 

(See  Ijuzeme  to  Wazhington,  same  date.) 
To  Luzerne,    Critical  condition  of  affairs;  military  plans,  Sept.  13, 1760. 
To  Luzerne,     Pruparations  for  campaign;  want  of  clothing,  Deo.  1,  1780. 
From  Luzerne,  Dec.  5,  1780. 

(See  Luzerne  to  Wathingion,  same  date.) 
To  Luzerne.     As  to  attitude  of  alTairs,  Deo.  14,  1780. 
From  LaurenSy  Mar.  24,  1781. 

(See  Laurenz  to  JVaehington,  same  date.) 
From  Luzerne,  Mar.  27,  1781. 

(See  Luzerne  to  fVashingion,  same  date.; 
To  Luzerne,    Open  letter  to  Rochambeau  received ;  French  Ueet  returned  to  New- 
port; its  bravery.  Mar.  31,  1781. 
From  Laurenz,  Apr.  11,  1781. 

(See  Laurens  to  fVashington,  same  date.v 
From  Luzerne,  May  7,  1781. 

(See  Washington  to  Luztrne,  same  date.. 
To  Luzerne.     As  to  plan  of  Joint  campaign.  May  23,  1781. 

(See  Luzerne  to  Washington,  May  25,  1781.) 
From  Luzerne,  June  1,  1781. 

(See  Luzerne  to  Washington,  same  date.; 
To  Tjuzerne,    As  to  plan  of  campaign,  June  13,  1781. 
From  Morris,  June  15,  17dl. 

(See  Morris  to  Washington,  same  date.; 
To  Morris,    As  to  obt^iining  trauHports,  Aug.  2, 1781. 
From  MoKtan,  Aug.  12,  1781. 

(See  McKean  to  Washington,  same  date.) 
From  Morris  and  Peters,  Aug.  13,  1781. 

(See  Morris  and  Peters  to  Washington,  same  date.) 
To  Morris.     Pn>Jccted  military  operations;  supplies,  Aug.  17,  27,  1781. 
To  Morris,  Aug.  17,  1781. 

(See  Morris  to  JVa»hington,  Kanio  date.) 
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WA8HiNOTON~>Coutinued. 
From  MarrU,  Aug.  S2,  1781. 
.    (See  JfofTW  to  Washington,  same  date.) 
To  MorrU.    Neoeeeity  of  money  for  troops,  Sept.  6, 1781. 
From  AlorriB,    Promising  remittance,  Sept.  6,  1781. 

(See  Mania  to  Waakington,  same  date.) 
To  iforH«.    As  to  payments,  etc.,  Sept.  7,  1781. 
From  Morris,  Sept  10,  1781. 

(See  Morris  to  Washington,  same  date.) 
From  Lnzeme,  Nov.  4,  1781. 

(See  Luserne  to  WtuhingtoH,  same  date. ) 
To  Morris,    As  to  accounts,  Nov.  19,  1781. 
To  Morris.    As  to  |K>8ition  of  army,  Jan.  25,  1782. 
Prom  La  J^agstte,  Jan.  30,  1782. 

(See  La  Fagette  to  Washington,  same  date.) 
3*rom  La  Fagetts,  liar.  30,  178:2. 

(See  La  Fagette  to  Washington,  same  date.) 
J^tom  La  Fagetts,  Apr.  12,  1782. 

(See  La  Fagette  to  Washington,  same  date.) 
■Trom  jCicxenie.    On  the  preparations  of  America  for  the  coming  campaign,  Apr. 
13,  1782. 
(See  LuMerne  to  WasHngton,  same  date.) 
^iFrom  Lnserne,  Apr.  IH,  1782. 

(See  Xnjreme  to  Washington,  same  date. ) 
*:ro  Morris,    As  to  feeding  the  Army,  Apr.  23,  1782. 
^o  Lnseme,    Condition  of  military  affairs,  Apr.  28,  1782. 
^nd  Greene.    From  Livingston,  May  13,  1782. 

(See  Livingston  to  Washington  and  Greene,  same  date.) 
^rom  Luzerne,  May  17, 1782. 

(See  Luzerne  to  Washington,  same  date.) 
To  Livingston,    Acls.no wlcdging  announcement  of  birth  of  Dbuphiu,  May  22, 1782. 
^roin  Morris,  June  4,  1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Washington,  same  date.) 
To  Luzerne,    Ah  to  Dauphiu's  birth,  .Juno  5,  1782. 
^rom  Luzerne,  June  10,  1782. 

(See  Luzerne  to  Washington,  same  dale.) 
'From  Morris,  June  21,  1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Washington,  sanio  dato.) 
To  Luzerne.     Position  of  Army,  Juno  24,  1782. 
From  Morris,  June  21),  1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Washington,  same  dato.) 
From  Luzerne,  July  3,  1782. 

(See  Luzerne  to  Washington,  samo  dato.) 
From  Luzerne,  July  8,  1782. 

(See  Xit?erRe  to  Jra«Atn<7<of»,  same  dato. 
From  r«i«7<?nfi<»«,  July  21),  1782. 

(See  Vergennes  to  JTaa^m^^on,  same  date.) 
From  Luzerne,  Aug.  5,  1782. 

(See  Luzerne  to  Washington,  same  date.) 
From  Liu^em^,  Aug.  14,  1782. 

(See  Luzerne  to  Wuahington,  same  d<ite.) 
Prom  Morris,  Aug.  29,  1782. 

(See  Morris  to  TTo^Atn^fon,  same  date.) 
Prom  Morris,  Aug.  30,  1782. 
(See  Morris  to  FTcMMiff^toit,  same  date.) 
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Wasiiinqton— Contiouod. 
From  MorriB,  Sept.  9,  1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Wiuhingtan,  aame  date.) 
To  Luzerne,    As  to  British  movenientsi  Sept.  24, 1782. 
From  LuzemCf  Sept.  29,  1782. 

(See  Luzerne  to  Waihington,  same  date.) 
From  Luzerne,  Oct.  1, 1782. 

{See  Luzerne  to  FTiuAiii^fofi,  same  date.) 
From  La  Fayette,  Oct.  14,  1782. 

(See  La  Fayette  to  WaihingtoUf  same  date.) 
From  Morrie,  Oct.  15,  1782. 

(See  Morris  to  TFiMMiij^ton,  same  date.)  • 

To  Morris,    As  to  expenses  of  expresses,  Oct.  18,  1782. 
To  Jay,    Evacuation  of  Charleston,  contingencies  of  peace,  Oct.  18,  1782. 
From  La  Fayette,  Oct.  24,  1782. 

(See  La  Fayette  to  Washingtonf  same  date.) 
To  President  of  Congress,    As  to  Asgill's  case,  Oct.  25, 1782. 
From  Luzerne,  Oct.  25,  1782. 

(Soo  Luzerne  to  Washington,  same  date.) 
To  Luzerne,    As  to  Asgill's  case,  Oct.  25,  1782. 
From  Luzerne,  Nov.  G,  1782. 

(See  Luzerne  to  Washington,  same  date. ) 
From  Luzerne,  Nov.  12,  1782. 

(See  Luzerne  to  Washington,  same  date.) 
To  Asgill,    Releasing,  Nov.  13,  1782. 

To  Vergennes,    As  to  cases  of  Huddy  and  Asgill,  Nov.  21,  1782. 
From  Luzerne,  Nov.  30,  1782. 

(See  Luzerne  to  Washington,  same  date.) 
From  La  Fayette,  Dec.  4,  1782. 

(See  La  Fayette  to  Washington,  same  date.) 
From  Luzerne,  Dec.  18,  1782. 

(See  Luzerne  to  Washington,  same  date.) 
To  Morris,    As  to  testimonial  to  Rochambeau,  Dec.  20, 1782. 
From  Morris,  Jan.  21,  1783. 

(See  Morris  to  Washington,  same  date.) 
From  Livingston,  Feb.  2(),  1783. 

(See  Livingston  to  /ra^Atnf^foa,  same  diite.) 
From  Morris,  Fob.  27,  1783. 

(See  Morris  f  o  jra«Aiti47/on,  same  date.) 
To  Morris,    Expressing  confulouce,  Mar.  8,  1783. 
From  Livingston,  Mar.  12,  1783. 

(See  Livingston  to  Washington,  same  date.) 
From  Luzerne,  Mar.  15,  17K). 

(See  Luzerne  (o  Washington,  same  date.) 
From  ^omt«oa.  Mar.  17,  1783. 

(See  Ilamilton  to  Washington,  same  date.) 
To  Luzerne.    As  to  war  pollcj-.  Mar.  19,  1783. 
From  Livingston,  Mar.  24,  1783. 

(See  Livingston  to  Washington,  same  date.) 
To  Luzerne,    Congratulations  on  general  peace  and  recognition  of  the  noblo 

taken  by  Franco,  Mar.  29,  1783. 
From  Luzerne,  Apr.  10,  1783. 

{Swt  Luzerne  to  Washington ,  Humo  d^te,) 
From  Livingston,  Apr.  12, 178;^ 

•  

(See  Livingston  to  Washington,  same  date.) 
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WA8U1N  OTON —Contioned. 

To  LiviMgsion,    Final  exchange  of  prisoners,  Apr.  22,  1783. 

To  LuterHe,    Preparations  in  the  Army  for  display  of  Joy  at  peace,  May  13, 1783. 

To  LMtig$U>m,    As  to  delay  in  delivery  of  New  York,  May  13,  1783. 

From  MarriB,  May  29,  1783. 

(Bee  Morris  to  Wa9kingtoHf  same  date.) 
To  Morri».    As  to  money  for  payment  of  troops,  Ang.  6,  1783. 
From  Morris,  Aug.  12, 1783. 

(See  Morris  to  Washington,  same  date.) 
To  Morris,    As  to  taking  {KMsession  of  western  posts,  Aug.  30,  1783. 
From  /^tu«rfie,NoT.21,  1783. 

(See  LuMtrns  to  Wiishingion,  same  date.) 
From  Morris,  Sept.  2,  1783. 

(See  Morris  to  Washington,  same  date.) 
From  La  Fayette,  May  14,  1784. 
(See  La  Fagette  to  WtuMngton^  same  date. ) 
Waters.  Captain.    Cruise  of.    Adams  to  Genet,  May  3, 1780. 
Wbarr.     From  Livingston,  Sept.  9,  1782. 

(Sco  Livingston  to  Weare,  same  date.) 
Wrddrriiukn — 

Effect  of  bis  attack  on  Franklin.     Introduction,  $  123. 

As  to  his  mission  to  France.    Deant  to  Committee,  Ang.  18, 1776 ;  JT.  Leo  to  Dumas, 
Sopt  10,  1776. 
Wridbrt.     From  J.  P,  Jones,  Not.  1,  1777. 

(See  Jones  to  W^bert,  same  date.) 
Weissbnstrin  (a  spy).    From  Franklin,  July  1,  1778. 

(See  Franklin  io  Weissenstein,  same  date.) 
VVkndbll.     From  Morris,  May  1,  1782. 

(See  Morris  to  Wendell,  same  date.) 
VVrntwortii,  Paul — 

A  British  secret  agont.     Introduction,  §  208. 

Declines  to  present  petition  of  1775.     Franklin  to  Thomson,  Feb.  5,  1775. 
His  relations  to  A.  Lee.     Introduction,  ^  137. 
Wrst  Indirs— 

Resolution  of  Congress  as  to  sending  vessels  to  purcbnso  arms  in,  May  8,  1776% 
Importance  of  attacking  Britain  in.     Deant  to  Committee,  Oct.  8,  1776. 
Importance  of  trade  of.     LivingstoH  to  Franklin,  Sept.  3, 178*2. 
Exclusion  of  United  States  nbipa  from  trade  of,  declared  by  Fox  to  be  inten- 
tional.    Lanrcnti  to  Ministern  at  Paris,  Aug.  0,  1783. 
(Sec  Ilartleg  to  Franklin,  Sept.  24,  1783.) 
Instructions  of  Congress  as  to  trade  witb.     Congrcan^  Doc.  31,  1782. 
^'^KVMOUTii.     His  views  as  to  Spaiiisb  mediation.     Introduction,  $  98. 
^"iiALE  Fishery— 

Britisb.     Project  for  destroying  and  capturing  veasels.     Franklin  and  Adams  to 
Sartine,  Oct.  30,  1778;  Franklin  to  Congress^  Nov.  7,  1778;  Adams  to  Tlunting- 
ton,  Oct.  19,  1779. 
WuARTON,  Samuel — 

His  position  in  politics  and  business.     Introduction,  $  189. 
Et  al.     From  Franklin,  Apr.  8,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  Wharton  et  al.,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Nov.  1,  1780. 
(See  Franklin  to  Wharton,  sanio  date.) 
Whios,  EuRlisb— 

Attitude  of,  to  tbo  United  States.     Introduction,  }  27/". 
Position  of,  in  biatory.     Introdnction,  $  8. 
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WiiiTK  et  al.     From  FraakHn,  Feb.  21, 1780. 

(S«o  Franklin  to  White^  same  date.) 
WiCKKS,  Captain  Lamukut— 

To  cm  ISO  with  tbo  JR^ptHtal  in  Enroi^.     Committee  to  ComnU§$iontr9f  Ooi.94, 1770. 
Takes  Frauliliii  to  Franco.     CommUaiancrs  to  CommiUee,  Nov.  4, 1776;  JPWiiiUto  to 

DeaNf,  Dec.  4,  177G;  FrankHnt<}  Committee,  Dec.  8, 1776. 
His  cfliciency  liiglily  coniiuenclod  ;  takes  two  prises.    F^nklin  to  DeoiM,  Dec.  4, 
1770 ;  Franklin  to  President  qjf  Congreea,  Doc.  8,  1776 ;  Franklin  to  ComwUtioe, 
Doc.  8, 1776. 
Cruise  of.    Commiaeionere  to  Committee,  Mar.  12, 1777.    (See  Dean^  to  Morrie,  Ang. 

2:},  1777.) 
French  complaints  of  his  privateering,  July  16, 1777. 
Lost  nt  sea.     Commissioners  to  Comwiltie,  Nov.  30,  1777 ;  Loveil  to  ^{ii^JUifii,  Mar. 

2,  1778. 
As  to  captures  by.    Commissioners  to  Sartine,  May  14, 1778. 
Wilkes,  John.    His  bad  character  and  bad  influence  on  A.  Lee.    Introduction,  (  139 ; 

on  VV.  Lee.    Ibid.,  $  175 ;  on  Sayie.    Ibid.,  i  172. 
William  III.    Immense  value  of  his  services  to  England,  and  consequently  to  the 

United  States.    Introduction,  $  8. 
Williams,  Jonatilan — 

Hioj^raphical  notice  of.    Ir tro<1  notion,  $$  186-188. 

Employed  as  business  agent  at  Nantes.     Commissioners  to  Committee,  Mar.  4,  1777. 

Consignments  to.     Commissioners  to    JVilliams,  May  1,  1777. 

(See  Franklin,  Deane,  and  Lee  to  fVilliams,  same  date.) 
II is  good  character  as  agent.    Deane  to  Morris,  Sept.  23,  1777. 
Qiiostiou  OS  to  continuance  of  his  agency.     Franklin  to  A.  Lee,  Apr.  6,  1778. 
From  Commissioners,     Revoking  his  authority,  May  25,  1778. 
CriliciHod  and  dunoniiccd  by.     J.  Lee  to  Congress,  June  I,  9,  Sept.  9,  1778. 
Economical  coiiiko  <»f.     Deane  to  Congress,  Oct.  12,  Nov.  19,  1778. 
From  /'Va«A/tM,  F«b.  13,  1779. 
(See  Franklin  to  fViHiams,  same  date ;  and  see  Franklin  to  A.  Lee  and  Franklin 
to  JUake  elal.,  of  same  dates.) 
From  Franklin,  Mar.  16,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  WilliamH,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin.    As  to  futility  of  A.  Lee's  objections  to  Williams'  acoounto.  Mar* 
19,  1779. 
(Si^e  Franklin  to  IVilliams,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Apr.  8, 1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  Williams,  same  date.) 
From  Franklin,  July  8,  1779. 

(See  Franklin  to  Williams,  eame  date.) 
From  Franklin,  Jun.  9, 1780. 

(See  Franklin  to  Williams,  same  date.) 
Franklin  dcclimrs  to  urge  him  for  agency,  but  speaks  highly  of  him.    Franklin  to 

Adams,  Apr.  22, 1780. 
From  If)ranklin,  May  10. 1780. 

(See  Franklin  to  Williams,  same  date.) 
From  J^a»Jt/iff,  Mar.  23, 1782. 
(See  Franklin  to  ll^Uiams,  samo  date.) 
Williamson,  Dr.— 

Doane's  erroneous  statement  as  to.    Deane  to  Committee,  Oct.  1, 1776. 
Again  unjustly  criticised.    Deane  to  Committee,  Nov.  28, 1776 ;  Deane  to  Jap,  Deo.  3, 
1776. 

NWillink  &  Co.— 
J       From  Morris,  Sept.  24, 1782. 

(See  Morris  to  milink  f  Co.,  same  date.) 
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WiLtUTK  &  Co. — Continued. 
Fram  MarrU,  Aug.  6, 1783. 

(See  MorrtB  to  IViUink  f  Co,,  aamo  date.) 
From  MorriB,  Oct.  23, 1783. 

(See  MarrU  to  WUlink  f  Co,,  same  date.) 
From  MorrU  (two  letters),  Deo.  31, 1783. 

(See  Morri9  to  WiUiMk  4"  Co,  samo  date.) 
From  MorrU  (two  letters),  Feb.  12, 1784. 
(See  MorrU  to  fViUlnk  4r  Co.,  same  date.) 
W1L8ON,  J.    Views  of|  as  to  wronKfnluees  of  concealment  fiuui  Franco  of  separate  ar- 
ticle of  preliminaries  of  1780.     Reported  by  Bladisou  in  JJehates  of  Congron, 
Mar.  22, 1783. 
WtTHXBSFOON,  Dr.  J.  (the  father)—- 

Notes  as  to  his  history,  under  date  of  Jan.  12,  1778,  infra, 

(With  LoteU)  to  CommU9iontr9,    As  to  loss  of  Folger'n  mail,  Jan.  12,  1778. 

(With  Lovell)  to  CommUoUmera,      Burgoync's  surrender;   Howe's  occupation  of 

Philadelphia,  Jan.  21, 1778. 
Views  of,  as  to  instructions  to  peace  commissioners.     Conijretn,  Aug.  8, 1782. 

WITUSB8FOON,   J.   (thOBOU>— 

Arrest  of,  at  Eostatia.    Lovell  to  Franklin,  M.iy  9, 1781. 

Keloase  of.    Franklin  to  Lovell,  Sept.  13, 1781 ;  Franklin  to  Wither epoon,  Nov.  10, 
1781. 
Wrbh.    From  jPVaiii(;iii«,  Feb.  26, 1780. 

(See  FrankUn  to  Wren,  same  date.) 
Y1AIV8.    From  Morris,  Aug.  28, 17H1. 

(See  MorrU  to  Yeatee,  samo  date.) 
YoRtt,  Sir  J.— 

Dictatorial  address  to  Amsterdam.    Franklin  to  A,  Lee,  Mar.  21, 1777. 
Complains  of  hospitality  to  Paul  Jones.     Yorke  to  Siatee-Gencral^  Oct.  29, 1779. 
Memorial  of,  to  Holland.    Jdama  to  CongresSy  Apr.  3, 1780 ;  Adams  to  Congress,  Nov. 

16,  1780.    (See,  as  to  his  other  proceedings,  Adams,  Dumas.) 
Insolence  of  his  letter  produced  much  diuplcisuro  iu  llollaud,  cuusiiig  adhesion 

to  armed  neutrality.    Franklin  to  Congress ,  Dec.  3,  1780. 
Uis  overbearing  conduct  iu  Holland  and  tho  results.     Adams  tu  Congress,  Dec.  18, 

1780;  Dumas  to  Congress,  Doc.  19,  1780. 
Presents  memorials  to  theStiitosGcueral  for  di8avow]fcl,  sivtiHfacliuu,  and  punish- 
ment of  offenders;    ordered  to  returu  to  England  without  taking  leave. 
Adams  to  Congress^  Jan.  5, 1781. 
Arbitrary  cond not  of,  iu  The  Nctliorlands.     (See  niaiiircHto,  contained  in  Adams  to 
CongresSt  Mar.  18, 1781. )    Adams  to  Livingston,  Fob.  21, 1782. 
YoRKTowN.    Surrender  of  Cornwall  is  at.   Celebration  of,  at  rtiiladelpbia.     Morrisio 

Lueeme,  Hoy, 'S,  1781.     (See  CormcalliSy  Rochambeaay  Washington.) 
Zkaland.    Movements  of,  towards  uegutiatious  with  England.     Adams  to  Congress, 
Jau.  15, 1781. 
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CHAPTER  I. 

MUKICIPAL  RELATIONS  OF  RBVOLUTIONARY  DIPLOMACY. 

«laiioo  of  military  and  financial  to  cliploniatic  polity,  $  1;  two  revolutionary  schools — 
(1)  liberative,  and  (2)  constructive  or  administrative,  $  2 ;  intlueuce  on  the  first  of 
want  of  administrative  experience,  ^  3;  constructive  or  administrative  school, 
(  4:  Wasliington,  i  4a;  Franklin,  $  46;  Morris,  iie;  Livingston,  Jay,  $  id;  Jef- 
feraon,  f  4e;  Hamilton,  ^  V>  Madison,  ^  4g;  J.  Adams,  $  4^;  objection  of  "Fabian- 
iam"  to  the  second  school,  $  5 ;  argued  in  reply  that  mere  force  is  overcome  by  force 
and  skill,  and  that  the  object  of  the  Revolution  was  to  build  up,  $  6;  corrupting 
iDflaenoeain  European  politics,  $  7;  English  historical  parallelisms,  $  8;  conUict 
of  opinion  OS  to  military  policy,  and  particularly  that  of  Washington,  which  was 
the  adaptation  of  settled  principlea  of  aoience  to  national  coiulitiona,  $  0;  this 
policy  part  of  a  system  applicable  also  to  finance  and  diplomacy,  $  10;  opposi- 
tion to  it  In  Cong^resa  from  the  "cabal"  and  others,  $  H  i  >^c  approval  abroad, 
i  12;  and  also  at  home,  ^  l:);  similar  conflict  as  to  finance,  and  herein  of  Robert 
Morris,  i  14;  similar  conflict  as  to  diplomacy  as  a  systuiii  based  on  international 
comity,  ^  15;  insistence  on  pressing  ministers  on  furoign  courts  without  their 
acquiescence,  $  IG ;  objections  to  this  by  Franklin  and  Livingston,  $  17 ;  impolicy 
of  forcing  this  issue^  $  IB;  its  bod  eflbcts,  $  19. 

CHAI*TER  IL 

ATTITUDR  OF  TIIK  UNITED   8TATKS  TO   FOKKHJN  NATIONB. 

'^Dwing  aversion  to  Britain,  (  20;  caused  by  HritiHli  arrogance,  $  21,  barbarity,  $  22; 
dissoluteness  and  frivolity,  $  2:<,  and  abundonniont  of  loyali.sts,  $  24;  growing 
afiection  for  France,  $  25;  towards  oilier  nations  reserve,  while  appealing  for  aid, 
^26. 

CHAPTER  III. 

ATTITUDK  OF  GREAT  BRITAIN  TO  TIIK  UNITED  STATES. 

^g  and  Parliameut  hostile  and  yielding  only  to  necessity,  $  27 ;  diplomacy  of  refu- 
gees, $  28;  attempts  to  break  Wench  alliance,  (  29 ;  corruption  of  public  men  and 
forgery  of  papers,  $  30;  policy  of  Rockingham  whigs  tending  towards  absolute 
recognition  of  independence,  $  31 ;  policy  of  Chatham,  and  afterwards  of  Shel- 
bnme,  tending  towards  federal  union,  and  afterwards  towards  independence 
with  commercial  union,  $  32. 
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CHAPTER  IV. 

ATTITUDR  OF  FIULNOB  TO  THK  UNITJU>  STATBS. 

Temporary  hostility  to  France  eogenderecl  by  treaty  of  1763,  (  33 ;  hottility  fiom 
France  to  England  permanent,  (  34 ;  treaty  not  disadvantageoiis  to  the  United 
States,  $  35;  policy  of  Lonis  XV  one  of  inyestigation  and  intrigne,  f  96;  yolicj 
of  Louis  XVI  at  first  one  of  reserve,  $  37 ;  secret  investigations  resamed  in  1774, 
Bonvouloir,  $  38 ;  Vorgennes  "Reflexions,"  1775,  $  39 ;  Rayneval's  report,  Hatehy 
1776,  $  40;  position  of  Vergennes,  $  41 ;  St.  (Germain,  Tnrgot,  $  49;  French  motlTe 
not  oxclnsivoly  revenge,  $  43;  effect  of  battle  of  Saratoga,  $  44 ;  recognition  of 
and  treaties  with  the  United  States,  (  45;  qnestion  as  to  rescinding  article  pro- 
hibiting Franco  from  imposing  duty  on  export  of  molasses,  $  46 ;  annonnoement 
of  treaties  to  Spain,  $  47 ;  and  to  Britain,  $  48;  consequent  declaration  of  war, 
$  49 ;  Vergennes,  his  history  and  characteristics,  $  50 ;  opinions  of  him  by  Jeffer- 
son, Franklin,  Eden,  and  Everett,  $  51 ;  charge  against  him  of  duplicity  in  1778-^'79 
ns  to  aid  to  America,  $  52 ;  charge  of  siding  against  the  United  States  as  to  the 
Hshcries  and  as  to  Spain,  $  53 ;  his  fidelity  to  independence,  $  54 ;  his  relations  to 
iloaiimarchiiis,  $  55;  Bcaumarchais  and  his  character,  $56;  opinions  of  himbj 
Blartin,  Gnizot,  $  57 ;  by  Lom^Snie,  Doniol,  StilliS,  $  58;  his  skill  in  secret  diplo- 
macy, ^  59 ;  urges  on  Ijoiiis  XVI  to  intervene  in  America,  $  60 ;  "  Roderique  Hor- 
talcx  &  Co.,"  $  61;  question  how  far  Beaumarchais'  shipments  were  on  his  own 
nccount,  $  02;  partial  congressional  settlement  of  1779,  f  63;  '*contraot"  of 
178:1.  explanatory  of  subsidies,  $  64;  the  "lost  million,"  Franklin's  efforts  at  aolu- 
tion,  $  65;  refusal  of  French  ministry  to  explain,  $  66 ;  Beaumarchais'  appeal  to 
Cougress  of  Juno,  1737,  $  67 ;  French  ministry  admit  payment  to  Beanmarohais, 
$  6S ;  the  claim  on  its  merits,  $  69 ;  no  inference  to  bo  drawn  from  its  non-epeci- 
flcation  of  object,  being  secret-service  money,  $  70 ;  settlement  in  1831,  f  71 ; 
La  Fayette,  his  services  and  character,  $  72 ;  Francy,  $  73 ;  Dubonrg,  f  74 ;  La- 
-  margais,  $  75;  Count  Broglie  (or  Broglto)  in  French  politics,  $  76;  snggestod  for 
American  comniander-in-chiof,  $  77;  French  oflicers,  La  Fayette,  Aboville,  Ar- 
mand,  Berthier,  V.  Broglie,  Charlus,  Chastellux,  Cnstine,  Damas,  Dumas,  Dn  Por- 
tail,  Fleury,  the  Lnmcths,  Lauzun,  Mauduit,  Noailles,  Segur,  Vanban,  A.  and 
C.  Viomenil,  Rochambeau,  Dnponceau,  $  78;  Kalb  (De  Kalb),  his  early  life,  f  79 ; 
his  secret  mission  to  America  in  1767,  $  80;  his  entrance  into  American  service, 
$  81 ;  Coudray,  $  82 ;  Qorard,  $  83 ;  Lnzorne,  $  84  ;  Marbois,  $  85. 

CHAPTER  V.  ^ 

ATTITUDR  OF  SPAIN  TO  TIIK  UNITRD  STATES. 

Willing  to  fofltor  American  revolts  as  such,  but  not  willing  to  acknowledge  inde- 
|>endence,  $  86;  grant  of  a  million  of  francs  in  1776  and  subsequently  of  storen, 
f  87;  Florida  Blanca,  f  88;  Aranda,  i  89. 

CHAPTER  VI. 

ATTITUDR  OF  OTHKR  BURUPRAN  STATES. 

Prnssia  at  first  disposed  to  encourage  Congress,  $  90 ;  change  of  policy  when  recogni- 
tion would  involve  war  with  Britain,  $  91 ;  Russia,  ambition  of  empress  to  lead 
Europe,  $  92 ;  her  policy  to  build  up  Russian  commerce,  and  hence  the  armed 
neutrality,  $  93 ;  her  position  as  mediator,  f  94 ;  failure  of  Dana's  mission,  (  95 ; 
German  emperor  unfriendly  to  Revolution,  (  96;  Netherlands  desirous  of  retainiDg 
neutral  trade,  but  ultimately  drawn  into  war  as  an  ally,  $  97 ;  Tuscany  declines  to 
receive  minister,  $  97a. 
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CHAPTER  VII. 

MSDIATION. 

Bj  Spftin,  f  93;  by  the  imperial  ooarts,  $  99. 

CHAPTER  VIII. 

QUK8TION8  OF  INTERNATIONAL  LAW  INVOLVRD. 

Neatral  govorniueuto  can  not  furnish  uiouoy  or  arrab  to  belligerents,  but  their  subjects 
may,  $  100;  French  Government  indirectly  intervenes  by  giving  money  and  arms 
to  an  agency  engaged  in  for  wanting  these  supplies,  $  101 ;  this  a  breach  of  neu- 
trality, $  103. 

CHAPTER  IX. 

DIFFICULT1B8  OF  RBVOLUTIONARY  DIPLOMACY. 

From  domestic  organisation,  $  \if^\  from  congressional  vacillation,  $  104;  from  dif- 
ficulty of  ocean  correspondence  and  its  intercepting  and  falsification,  %  105;  from 
undue  multiplication  of  envoys,  $  lOG;  from  extraneous  bunions,  %  107;  from  de- 
fective arrangements  as  to  salaries  and  expenses,  %  108;  from  delicacy  of  position 
as  to  France  growing  out  of  instructions  to  consult  her,  ^  109;  conflict  between 
commissioners  at  Paris  as  to  these  instructions,  %  110;  iiistrnotions  not  in  them- 
sel veil  extraordinary,  %  111. 

CHAPITER  X. 

FRANKUN. 

His  appointment,  age,  and  infirniities,  $  112;  his  probity  and  courage,- $  113;  high 
intellectual  gifts,  $114;  kiiowlodgo  of  existing  political  couditionn,  %  115;  a 
"liberal  const  rue  tivc,'' ^  IIG;  his  alleged  failure  to  appeal  to  sanctions  higher 
than  i>olicy,  %  117;  iinnicnso  nniouut  of  busincsH  imposed  on  him,  %  118;  neither 
indolent  nor  dissipatod,  $  IIU;  his  success  as  a  diploiiuiiiHt,  $  120;  his  high  rep- 
utation conducive  to  such  succors,  $  121;  his  infliionco  ill  France,  ^  122;  feared 
and  courted  in  England,  %  13:);  his  sympathies  nn  between  France  and  England, 
^  124  ;  his  relations  to  Chauniont  and  Passy,  $  125  ;  hiH  relations  to  his  colleagues, 
$  12G;  his  relations  to  his  family,  %  127;  his  course  on  returning  from  his  mis- 
sion, %  128. 

CHAPTER  XL 

JOHN  AND  SAMUEL  ADAMS. 

John  Adams:  Tlis  diplomatic  career,  ^  129;  conrnge  and  oratorical  power,  $  130;  re- 
sistance to  dominant  inlluenres,  ^  IIU  ;  how  far  inlliieiiced  by  vanity,  %  132;  zeal- 
ous perforrtianco  of  duties,  $  133;  changes  in  his  views  oh  to  diplomacy,  $  134;  so 
as  to  his  conception  of  the  Revolution,  $  135. 

Samuxl  ADA^iB:  His  character  and  political  philosophy,  ^  13r:a. 

CHAPTER  XTI. 

ARTHUR  LEK. 

Outline  of  history,  %  1!M3;  political  position  in  England  down  to  177G,  %  137;  his  con- 
nection with  Wilkes,  %  IJW;  bad  influence  on  him  of  Wilkes,  %  139;  how  far  de- 
termining his  position,  $  140;  "Coldcn"  letters,  showing  his  opposition  to  Wash- 
ington and  Franklin,  $  141;  accuracy  of  Htatenient  as  to  London  talk  with  Beau- 
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marchais,  $  142;  liisstfty  in  London  in  1778,  f  143;  his  adhesion  to  "militia'' 
idea  of  diplomacy  and  its  cousequencos,  $  144 ;  preyaieut  opinion  as  to  his  differ^ 
euces  with  Franlciin,  $  145 ;  his  Jeaionsies  amounting  to  monomania  and  in- 
flueocing  his  family  and  friends,  f  146;  ofTect  of  "  Jnnian"  training  on  his  style, 
$  147 ;  so  as  to  his  treatment  of  Scotch,  f  148 ;  Franklin's  case  against  him,  f  149 ; 
bis  undue  confidence  in  favorites  and  his  betrayal  by  them,  §  150;  imposed  on  by 
decoy  fabrications,  $  151;  suspected  by  Franldin  and  Yergennes,  f  152;  power- 
ful family  and  political  inflnence,  f  153;  his  course  on  returning  to  America, 
i  154. 

CHAPTER  XIIL 

JAT. 

Services  in  foreign  affairs  when  in  Congress,  $  155;  constructive  policy  and  oppo- 
sition to  absorption  of  power  in  Congress,  $  156 ;  services  on  the  Spanish  mlaskm, 
$  157 ;  during  peace  negotiations,  $  158. 

CHAPTER  XIV. 

SILAS  DEANE. 

Congressional  career,  $  159;  his  activity  in  Paris,  $  160;  strong  anti  British  feelings, 
$  161 ;  hard  treatment  by  Congress,  $  162;  intercepted  letters,  f  163;  views  of 
him  by  George  111,  $  164;  position  in  1784-'88,  f  165;  explanation  of  his  coarse, 
$  166;  relief  given  to  his  heirs,  $  167. 

CHAFfER  XV. 

DANA — CARMICIIARL — HENRY  AND  JOHN  LAURRNS. 

Dana:.  Early  congressional  career,  $  168;    mission  to  Russia,  $   169;    subsequent 

career,  $  170. 
Carmicharl  :  Diplomatic  career,  $  171. 

H.  Laurens:  Diplomatic  appointments,  $  172;  his  course  in  the  Tower,  ^  173. 
J.  Laurens,  $  174. 

CHAPTER  XVI. 

WILLIAM  LEE— IZARD. 

W.  Lrh:  EngUflli  political  asHOciations,  $  175;  American  coniniorcial  appointments 

$  176 ;  diplomatic  posts,  $  177. 
Izard:  Diplomatic  appointniunts,  $  178;  his  course  after  bis  return,  $  179. 

CHAPTER  XVII. 

ROBRRT  R.    MVlNOSTON«-ROBERT  MORRIS— DUMAS. 

Livingston:  Political  career,  $  180;  attitude  as  to  cougrf^Hsional  partioH,  $  181 ;  pol. 

icy  OS  socrotary,  J  182. 
Morris:  Political  caroor,  $  18^);  services  in  building  up  the  lluanccs  of  the  United 

States,  $  184. 
Dumas:  Honorable  services  to  the  United  States,  $  185. 

CHAPTER  XVIII. 

JONATHAN  WILLIAMS— SAMUEL  WHARTON. 

Jonathan  Williams:  History,  $  186;  services  as  naval  and  coinmurcial  agent  in 

France,  $  187 ;  his  subsequent  services,  $  188. 
8.  Wharton:  Business  relations  with  Franklin  and  Williams,  $  189. 
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CHAPTER  XIX. 

JOHN  PAUL  JONK8 — 8TKPIIEN  8AYRX. 

J.  Paul  Jonkb:  Uin  public  aorvices,  $  190;  effbct  of  his  cruises,  f  191. 

Stkphen  Sayrk  :  His  Eugtish  associations,  $  192 ;  his  adveutures  at  Berlin,  Copen- 

liageu,  Stockholm,  and  St.  Pctersbnrg,  $  193 ;  his  subsequent  proceedings  in  the 

United  States,  f  194. 

CHAPTER  XX. 

AUSTIN-  KDWARD  BANCROFT. 

Austin:  Employed  on  special  agency  by  the  United StatoH,  $  195. 
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CHAPTER  I. 

MUNICIPAL  RELATIONS. 

*t!^di^S2J  JSfiiyl""        5  ^-  '^^®  liistory  of  the  diplomacy  of  a  country 

involves  the  history  of  its  ftiiances  and  of  its  wars. 
^Diplomacy  can  not  be  carried  on  without  money  to  back  it,  or  without 
nesting  on  war  as  its  final  process  of  enforcement;  and  when  war  comes, 
diplomacy  does  not  cease.  Then  neutral  sovereigns  intervene  on  ques- 
tions of  neutral  rights  and  of  mediation ;  and  then  unofficial  intcnnedi* 
Aries  flit  through  belligerent  territory  with  functions  not  the  loss  imi)or- 
tant  because  secret  In  such  times  every  tax  laid,  every  battle  fought, 
is  a  diplomatic  argument  This  was  eminently  the  case  with  our  Kevo- 
lotion.  Our  diplomacy  was  one  in  a  large  measure  of  financial  econ- 
omy, as  without  this  we  could  not  inspire  France  with  confidence  or 
JBritain  with  dread.  It  was  also  one  in  a  large  measure  of  military 
economy,  as  without  this  wealth  far  greater  than  we  could  procure  would 
not  have  won  our  independence.  It  was  by  the  use  of  arguments 
drawn  from  finance  and  war  that  our  diplomatists,  as  the  following 
pages  will  show,  sustained  themselves  in  their  discussions  with  neutral 
and  allied  powers,  as  well  as  with  Britain.  Franklin,  for  instance,  was, 
as  will  be  seen,  not  merely  a  diplomatic  agent  in  Paris,  but  he  was 
also,  in  the  negotiation  of  our  loans  from  France  and  the  disbursement 
of  the  funds  thus  obtained,  a  secretary  of  the  treasury";  while,  in  con- 
certing allied  campaigns,  ho  was  to  sonic  extent  secretary  of  war,  and 
in  directing  our  navy  in  European  waters  to  some  extent  secretary  of 
the  navy.  In  each  of  these  capacities  his  arguments  and  those  of  his 
associates  were  based  on  ilnanco  and  war.  The  success  of  the  siege  of 
Boston,  and  the  surrender  at  Saratoga,  eacli  brongiit  about  by  domestic 
soldiers  and  funds,  won  the  alliance  of  Franco  in  1778;  and  it  wiis  by 
the  privateers  of  the  United  States  that  British  commerce  was,  in  1777 
and  1778,  so  much  harassed  as  to  iniinensoly  IniMease,  in  Britisli  eyes, 
the  ex2>ense  and  inconvenience  of  the  war.  Hence  it  wius  that,  no  mat- 
ter how  much  Congress  might  arrogate  to  itself  supreme  power,  execu- 
tive authority  gradually  grew  up  as  co-ordinate  with  legislative.  The 
first  form  in  which  this  executive  authority  asserted  itself  was  in  that 
of  our  legation  at  Paris,  in  which,  in  part  through  Franklin's  genius, 
in  part  from  the  difficulty  of  communicating  with  Congress,  the  func- 
tion of  independent  action  was  vested.  Washington  gradually,  though 
more  slowly,  was  able  to  emancipate  himself  in  matters  executive  from 
congressional  dictition.    Then  came  Livingston's  ap))ointmont  to  the 
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department  of  foreign  affairs  and  that  of  Morris  to  that  of  finance. 
But  during  the  Revolution  these  departments,  from  want  of  a  supreme 
chief  magistrate,  worked  together  in  counsel,  as  did,  though  less  effect- 
ively, the  congressional  committees  by  whom  they  were  preceded. 
Hence  it  is  that  the  papers  in  these  volumes  come  not  merely  from  dip- 
lomatists }is  such,  but  from  Washingt>on,  from  Morris,  from  French  and 
American  naval  boards,  from  English  and  European  unofficial  interme- 
diaries, from  foreign  sovereigns.  And  hence  it  is  that  in  these  papers 
the  questions  discussed  are  in  a  large  measure  financial  and  militaiy. 

^Ij,^°J!^"  hS^uv^^^^^  §  2-  '^^®  l^^^^^y  confiicts  between  our  revola- 

"construcUv©."  tlouary  leaders  may  be  explained  by  the  antag- 

onism between  two  schools — (1)  the  *^  liberative" 
or  <<  expulsive,"  whose  sole  object  was  to  get  rid  of  British  authority, 
and  which,  from  abhorrence  of  the  British  executive,  had  come  to  regard 
all  executive antiiority  asa  tyranny ;  and  (2)  the  "  constructive''  or  "reme- 
dial," whose  members  sought  to  set  up  a  constitutional  system  of  co-ordi- 
nate legislature,  executive,  and  judiciary,  in  the  place  of  the  British  gov- 
ernment, which  its  members  united  with  their  associate  statesmen  in  the 
determination  to  strike  down.*  The  first  school  sought  to  work  execu- 
tive government  through  congressional  committees;  the  second  throagh 
heads  of  departments,  giving,  however,  large  powers  to  Washington  as 
comnianderin-chicf,  and  to  Franklin  as  the  head  of  the  legation  at  Paris, 
by  whom  so  much  of  the  political  affairs  of  the  Union  were  controlled* 
By  the  first  school  also  it  was  believed  that  earnest,  untutored  force 
would,  in  every  contest,  crush  the  minions  of  the  despot.  By  the  other 
school  it  was  believed  that  force  without  system  must,  sooner  or  later, 
succumb  to  system  directing  force ;  and  it  was  therefore  maintained 
that  in  each  department  there  should  be  built  up  a  system  in  which  the 
experience  of  civilized  nations  in  the  past  and  their  science  in  the  pres- 
ent should  be  ust  1  to  enable  us  to  make  the  best  of  the  forces  under 
our  control.  The  conu5st,  principally  in  Congress,  between  the  leaders 
of  these  conilicting  schools  continued,  as  the  following  pages  will  show, 
until  the  present  federal  constitution  was  framed. 

iiiflnence  of  wniit  of  adtiiin         §  3.  li'cw  political  couditious  cau  bc  niorc  peril- 

ou8  than  that  of  the  long  exile  in  opposition  of  a 
great  political  party.  Extravagant  and  impracticable  theories  of  poli- 
tics are  apt  to  be  adopted  by  such  parties ;  theories  they  could  not  main- 
tain in  power  with  credit  to  Mieinselves  or  safety  to  the  public.  Such  was 
the  case  with  the  tories  in  England  during  the  reigns  of  George  I  and 
George  II.  Such  was,  in  a  large  measure,  the  case  with  the  whigs  in  Eng- 
land during  the  reigns  of  George  III  and  George  TV.  Such  also  was  the 
case  with  many  of  our  great  revolutionary  statesmen.  In  New  England, 
in  particular,  their  part  in  colonial  politics  was  limited  to  town  and  legis- 

*  Seo  if0-a,  $  209. 
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lative  ineetiugs,  iu  which  whatever  measures  they  adopted  were  liable  to 
be  defeated  by  an  executive  whom  they  detested,  bat  whom  only  a  revo- 
hition  could  unseat  Such  also  had  been  the  political  experience  of  most 
of  the  liberal  statesmen  in  the  other  States.  They  were  leaders  of  per- 
manent opposition  ;  and  the  attitude  of  opposition  they  assumed  was  not 
merely  to  theexecutiveof  Great  Britain,  but  to  any  executive  system  what- 
soever. Chief  among  these  leaders  was  Samuel  Adams,  during  almost 
the  whole  lievolution  a  delegate  from  Massachusetts,  and  at  all  times 
exercising  a  powerful  influence.  Pure  in  morals,  courageous,  perfectly 
single  in  his  aim,  with  great  logical  powers,  with  a  simplicity  of  purpose 
and  of  character  which  drew  to  him  the  veneration  of  all  who  knew  him, 
his  love  of  liberty  was  as  intense  as  his  hatred  of  despotism  and  his  dread 
of  any  agencies  from  which  despotism  might  be  evolved.  He  was  the 
representative  of  puritanism  in  its  highest  and  yet  in  its  most  imprac- 
ticable type;  of  that  type  which  subordinates  in  all  respects  public  cou- 
science  to  individual  conscience;  which  produces  great  heroes  of  revolt, 
but  which  can  not  produce  great  organizers  of  administration.  The  work 
of  Samuel  Adams  in  arousing  Massachusetts  to  revolution  was  of 
priceless  value.  In  his  old  age,  when  his  character  mellowed,  and  when 
he  accepted,  as  be  did,  the  federal  constitution  as  a  wise  compromise, 
construing  that  constitution  in  its  logical  sense,  he  again  was  of  im- 
mense public  service.  But  during  the  Bevolution,  through  his  dislike 
of  executive  authority  in  any  shape,  and  through  his  opposition  to  the 
adoption  of  scientific  principles  either  in  war,  in  diplomacy,  or  in  finance, 
he  came  more  than  once  near  wrecking  the  cause  whicli  he  would  gladly 
liave  given  his  life  to  sustain.  Jolni  Adams,  who  wivs  afterwards,  when 
peace  came,  to  take  another  line,  followed  during  the  war  his  great 
namesake,  whose  commanding  genius  few  within  its  immediate  spell, 
and  with  the  same  training,  could  resist.*  Closely  allied  to  Samuel 
Adams  in  principle  and  temper  was  Kicliard  Henry  Lee,  of  Virginia,  an 
iuoxorable  patriot  and  an  orator  of  great  elegance,  who,  with  his  family, 
(M^mprising  men  of  much  political  activity,  formed  the  group  spoken  of 
in  the  following  correspondence  as  the  *'  Lees  and  Adamses.^'  Other 
men  of  like  convictions  joined  them,  making  a  powerful  congressional 
party,  of  whom  we  shall  hear  much  hereafter.  Tbey  were  devoted  to  the 
revolutionary  cause.  They  were  irreconcilably  hostile  to  Great  Britain. 
Their  zeal  was  of  enormous  value  in  arousing  public  enthusiasm.  But 
they  were  destructive  rather  than  constructive  iu  their  tendencies,  look- 
ing scornfully  at  all  traditional  systems  of  war,  of  diplomacy,  or  finance; 
associating  these  with  the  tyranny  under  which  they  had  suffered,  and 
which,  with  all  its  works,  they  had  vowed  not  only  to  overthrow  but  to 
crush.  They  were  almost  all  of  them  civilians,  and  it  is  remarkable  that 
no  military  man  of  eminence  adopted  their  principles.  But,  though 
civilians,  they  not  only  had  not  the  training  which  civilians  gain  in  ad- 

•See/n/ra,  J$  Ah,  134. 
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iniiiistrative  liic,  but  they  despised  aud  spurued  the  priuciplcA  Inith  iti 
war,  diplomacy,  aud  fiuanco  wliicb  that  traiuiug  develoi)e8. 

ConstruotiTo  BtAtosmen.  §4,  Qn  the  otiier  hand,  there  were  emineut 

meu,  equally  earuest  in  the  revolutionary  cause,  to 
whom,  both  from  the  structure  of  their  characters  and  from  their  busi- 
ness or  administrative  experience,  the  idea  of  a  merely  destructive  rev- 
olution was,  so  far  as  it  was  comprehensible,  thoroughly  repugnant. 
There  is  in  every  community  a  large  and  influential  class  of  men  who, 
to  adopt  Hooker's  distinction  in  his  great  argument  against  the  Puri- 
tans, incline,  in  settling  the  question  of  dut^'  in  any  particular  case, 
to  take  into  account  not  merel}"^  their  own  personal  impulses,  no  matter 
how  high  may  be  the  inspiration  to  which  they  may  impute  those  im- 
pulses, but  the  traditions  and  the  conditions  and  the  tuitions  of  the 
society  in  which  they  live;  and  who,  if  in  political  life,  concern  them- 
selves, when  pulling  down  that  which  is  to  go,  with  plans  for  the 
erection  of  a  suitable  edifice  to  take  its  place.  Their  work,  even  when 
destroying,  is  constructive ;  destruction  is  to  them  construction.  Then, 
iiside  from  this  diflerence  of  temper,  there  is  the  difiference  of  experi- 
ence. Men  who  have  held  aA^lmiuistrative  oflices  are  likely  to  look  on 
the  forms  experience  has  adopted  for  such  offices  more  favorably  than 
those  whose  lives  have  been  si>ent  in  opposition.  Such,  men  would,  in 
the  nature  of  things,  stand  tx>gother  in  antagonism  to  a  party  whose  aim 
is  simply  destructive,  and  which  seeks  to  reach  its  end  by  mere  i)opular 
force.  Such  men  also  would  not  merely  have  the  work  of  rebuilding 
always  before  them  when  pulling  down,  but  would  study  to  avail  tlu^m- 
selves,  for  this  purpose  of  reconstruction,  of  whatever  instruments  his- 
tory, or  experience,  or  science  might  suggest. 

Washington.  ^  4^,  First  in  this  class  of  constructive  revolu- 

tionary statesmen  is  to  be  named  Washington, 
whose  genius  was  essentiiilly  constructive  and  sulministrative,  and  who, 
as  an  officer  in  the  French  English  war  in  1755,  had  learned  to  regard 
public  afl'airs  in  their  national  aspects,  and  to  view  war  as.  an  instru- 
ment of  construction  of  which  destruction  is  merely  the  preliminary  in- 
cident. Hence,  as  hereafter  will  be  more  fully  seen,*  the  object  he  had 
in  view  was  essentially  different  froui  that  of  the  leaders  of  the  merely 
liberative  school  of  revolutionary  statesmen.  Samuel  Adams,  for  in- 
stance, the  strongest  and  most  heroic  of  these  lea<lers,  represented  the 
prophets  of  desti'uct^on  of  the  Old  Testament,  with  whose  spirit  he  was 
deeply  imbued.  Tyranny  must  be  torn  up  root  and  branch.  The  tyrant 
and  his  myrmidons  must  be  driven  from  the  land  with  scorn.  Until  the 
evil  should  be  extirpated,  there  should  be  no  rest.  On  the  work  of  its 
extirpation  his  powers  were  concentrated  with  a  fiery  energy,  a  single- 
ness of  purpose,  an  utter  disregard  and  even  mortification  of  self,  which 
explain,  when  we  t^ike  his  j^rcat  logical  powers  into  consideration,  the 

•  Infra,  J  209. 
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devotiou  with  which  ho  was  regarde<l  by  those  who  fell  under  his  sway. 
But  Washington,  if  he  looked  to  an  Old  Testament  prophet  for  guid- 
ance in  the  momentous  worlc  on  which  he  was  engaged,  might  have 
found  an  example  in  that  leader  of  Israel  who,  iu  troublous  times,  when 
the  euem^"^  was  lurking  in  every  shadow,  undertook  the  rebuilding  of 
the  Temple,  his  servants  fighting  iis  they  built,  spade  and  ax  on  the 
one  side,  spear  and  sword  on  the  other.  Sanuicl  Adams'  whole  vision 
was  concentrated  on  the  hateful  tyranny  wbich  he  would  crush. 
After  the  crash  that  would  follow  he  saw  nothing.  What  lie  looked 
forward  to  was  tumult  and  demolition.  Ws^hington,  iis  he  himself 
tells,  was  wistfully  gazing,  in  camp  and  even  in  battle,  on  that  *'  goodly 
fabnc,"  the  temple  of  liberty  and  order,  which  he  trusted  was  even  in 
the  war  growing  in  symmetry  and  strength.*  Samuel  Adams  fought 
to  annihilate  evil,  and  each  blow  was  to  him  precious  from  the  annihi- 
lation it  produced.  Washington  fought  that  he  might  build,  and  each 
blow,  he  devoutly  hoped,  directly  or  indirectly,  would  add  new  security 
to  the  beloved  temple  rising  l)efore  his  eyes.t  Between  two  such  men 
there  was  necessarily  an  antagonism,  to  continue  at  legist  wbile  the 
war  lasted.  They  differed  in  their  conception  not  mei'cly  of  the  object  ; 
of  war,  but  of  its  mode.  Washington  undoubtedly  held  war  to  be 
essential  to  enable  the  *'  goodly  fabric  "  of  liberty  and  order  to  l>e  built. 
But,  as  we  will  see,  this  was  to  be  a  war  not  of  guerrillas,  or  even  of 
militia  exclusively,  but  war  by  an  army  whose  nucleus  should  be  regu- 
lars, and  whose  operations  should  be  conducted  in  such  a  way  as,  by  the 
aid  of  time  and  natural  advantsiges,  to  counterbalance  the  superiority  of 
the  opposing  forces  in  discipline  and  in  armament.  They  differed  iis 
to  the  attitude  to  be  maintsiined  to  foreign  nations.  In  the  deQant 
judgment  of  Samuel  Adams,  America  must  light  the  revolutionary  bat- 
tle by  herself.  Britain  wns  not  only  hateful,  but  corrupt  to  the  core, 
and  would  succumb  if  expose<l  to  America's  single  Jissaults  ;  France  wiw 
to  be  distrusted,  and  no  concessions  to  be  given  ivs  the  ])rice  of  her  aid. 
Washington,  on  the  other  lijvnd,  l)elievingthe  French  alliance  necessary 
to  inflict  a  decisive  defeat  on  Die  enemy,  gave  that  alliance  his  cordial 
and  full  support  Had  San»uel  Adams  and  those  who  acted  with  him 
Ijad  their  way,  France,  as  we  learn  from  the  correspondence  in  the  ^ 
JFrench  archives,  would  have  been,  forced  to  give  up  the  alliance  as 
i  mpracticable.  To  Franklin  the  chief  credit  of  maintaining  the  friendly 
r^elations  of  the  allies,  so  far  as  dealing  with  the  French  court  was  con- 
oerned,  was  due.  But  the  diplomacy  of  the  war,  on  this  side  of  the 
Atlantic,  was  in  Washington's  hands,  and  it  was  <x)nducted  by  him 
'With  a  wisdom  and  a  courteous  loyalty  to  our  allies,  (o  which  the  French 
who  dealt  with  him  never  ceased  to  pay  tribute.| 

•  Tnfra,  ^  210. 
t  See  ^nfra,  J  2<>9. 

t  The  French  ofBcors  of  aU  ranks  joiiiod  in  tlio  nanio  opinion.    Tims  Dumas,  in  his 
8oavenir8  (vol.  i,  p.  44),  written  after  he  had  become  himself  distinguished  in  the 
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• 

*^""''""-  §  46.  Next  to  Washington  in  this  line  of  8t«te8- 

nieu  is  to  bo  considered  Franklin,  whoso  miud  was 
eminently  constructive,  and  who  for  years,  as  Postmaster-General  and 
colonial  agent  in  London,  possessed  the  greatest  experience  in  Ameri- 
can administration  of  any  man  then  living.  To  the  discussion  of 
Franklin's  diplomatio  career  a  future  chapter  will  be  assigned.* 

Morris.  ^  4^^  Qf  ^^^  same  school  also  was  Bobert  Morns, 

who,  as  we  will  see,  was  placed,  when  the  advo- 
cates of  a  distinct  executive  system  finally  prevailed,  at  the  head  of  the 
finance  department,  and  who  for  years,  as  the  leading  merchant  of  the 
country,  was  singularly  familiar  with  the  laws  of  cosmopolitan  trade.t 

Livingston.  Jay.  j  4^,  Qf  f^\^Q  characteristics  of  Livingston  and 

Jay,  who,  though  afterwards  diverging,  were  dur- 
ing the  lievolution  to  be  ranked  in  the  same  school,  a  more  particular 
consideration  will  also  be  hereafter  given.l 

Jefferson.  |  4c.  Jeffersou  was  in  the  Congress  of  1776,  and 

afterwards  for  a  few  mouths  in  that  of  178;^'8i. 
Hamilton  took  liis  seat  in  November,  1783,  and  resigned  in  August, 
1783,  before  Jefferson  entered  on  duty.  Antagonistic  as  their  (lositions 
subsequently  became,  these  distinguished  men  may  both  be  regarded 
as  constructive  statesmen  during  the  Revolution,  though  here  comes  in 
the  subdivision  between  liberal  and  imperialistic  constructivism  to  be 
hereafter  noticed.  Both,  in  pulling  down  the  old  structure,  had  in  miud 
the  setting  up  a  new  structure  in  its  place;  and,  so  far  as  we  can  learn 
from  the  record  of  Hamilton's  brief  political  experience  during  the  Rev- 
olution, they  at  that  time  agreed  as  to  what  the  general  features  of  the 
new  system  should  be.  After  Jefferson  returned  from  Euro|>e  and  became 
Secretary  of  State,  and  subsequently  when  President,  he  sought,  while 
striving  to  build  up  a  polity  which  should  be  in  all  matters  necessarily 
governmental,  firm,  and  vigorous,  to  leave  to  individual  enterprise  what- 
ever such  enterprise  could  best  effect.  To  tbecommandinggeniusof  Ham- 
groat.  £iiropo»ii  wars,  Rpeaks  of  Washington  as  the  "  hero  of  liberty,''  and  mays,  after 
an  interview,  "his  dignifiod  address,  the  simplicity  of  his  niannors,  and  mild  lev- 
ity mirpasHcd  our  expectation  and  won  every  heart."  Count  William  do  Deax-Pootfi, 
who  was  by  no  means  diHpos<Ml  to  put  t'0<»  high  an  (^stin)ate  on  American  men  and 
manners,  thus  speaks  of  Washington's  attitude  on  rf>coiving  the  news  of  Do  Graeso'a 
arrival:  "I  have  been  equally  surprised  and  touched  at  (ho  tnu^  and  pure  joy  of 
Qenoral  Washington.  Of  a  natural  coldness  and  of  a  serious  and  noole  approach, 
which  in  him  is  only  truo  dignity,  and  which  adorns  so  well  the  chief  of  a  wholo 
nation,  his  features,  his  physiognomy,  his  deportment — all  were  changed  in  an  instant. 
He  put  aside  his  character  as  arbiter  of  North  America,  and  contented  himself  for 
the  moment  with  that  of  the  citizen,  happy  at  the  good  fortune  of  his  country." 
(Denx-Ponts'  Campaign  in  America,  by  Green,  126.)  Equally  strong  is  Uin  admira- 
tion expressed  by  Chastellux.     (Voyages,  etc.,  118.) 

*  See  fully  as  to  Franklin,  infra,  $  112/. 

t/n/rrt,  J183. 

I  IfSfra,  (t  155,  180. 
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ilton  tlie  province  of  governmenty  as  ho  vieweil  it  after  the  Bevolatiooy 
was  to  direct  in  all  matters  by  which  the  body-politic  could  be  affected; 
and,  that  this  should  be  done  with  due  dignity  and  constancy,  goveru- 
nicnt  was  to  be  made  powerful  and  splendid,  and  removed  as  far  as  pos- 
sible from  temporary  popular  agitation.     Uence  it  was  that  these  two  em- 
inent men  were  afterwards  in  Washington's  cabinet  pitted  against  each 
other  like  <'  fighting  cocks,"  and  that  from  that  time  Hamilton  looked 
on  Jefferson  as  a  philosophic  leveler,  to  whom  it  would  be  unsafe  to  com- 
mit the  management  of  public  affairs.    But  this  antagonism  was  not 
observable  during  the  Revolution.    Against  Jefferson  no  charge  could 
then  or  afterwards  be  more  unwarranted  than  that  he  was  a  leveler. 
Uo  was  unquestionably  as  devoted  a  revolutionist  as  was  Bichard 
Henry  Lee  or  Samuel  Adams,  but  he  had,  in  addition  to  this  devotion, 
constructive  administrative  powers  of  singular  delicacy  as  well  as  of 
large  comprehensiveness.     He  had  also  a  keen  appreciation  of  the 
ueed  of  adaptation  of  government  to  era  and  people.    His  ideal  was 
uot  the  British  political  constitution  as  it  then  was,  many  of  whose  lim- 
itations, not  as  yet  abrogated,  were  the  products  of  feudal  class  restric- 
tion or  of  Tudor  arbitrariness.    He  cherished,  it  is  true,  as  essential 
safeguards  of  liberty,  trial  by  jury  and  revision  by  habeas  corpuSy  and 
the  separation  of  executive  and  judicial  functions  from  legislative.    But, 
adopting  these  primary  conditions,  and  reserving  to  the  State,  authority 
in  all  matters  belonging  to  it,  the  political  system  which  the  Bevolu- 
tioD,  in  his  judgment,  was  to  evolve,  was  to  respond  in  its  simplicity  and 
in  its  elasticity  to  the  particular  wants  and  conscience  of  the  United 
States  as  a  nation.    His  work  in  this  relation  was  complex,  relating  to 
SStiite  as  well  as  to  federal  economy.    In  1776  he  drafted  a  constitution 
for  Virginia,  which  wivs  the  first  adaptation  of  revolutionary  conditions 
to  tbe  organic  law  of  that  State, and  which  ever  since  has  been  the  basis 
of  Virginia  legislation.    In  the  same  year  he  reported  the  civil  code, 
which  abolished  primogeniture  and  entails,  proposed  a  humane  penal 
system,  and  provided  for  liberal  public  education  and  for  generous  uatu- 
rulization.    When  in  Congress,  in  1783-'84,  he  threw  his  influence  in  favor 
of  Franklin's  course  in  the  peace  negotiations  and  of  that  of  Morris  in 
llio  management  of  the  treasury,  though  dissenting  from  Morris,  herec- 
oiniuended  the  system  of  coinage  that  now  exists.    Of  the  ordinances 
r<i>r  the  government  of  the  Northwestern  Territory,  the  draft  in  his  hand- 
^^rriting,  is  now,  almost  in  the  shape  in  which  it  finally  pivssed,  in  the 
l>epartment  of  State,  and  it  remains  the  basis  of  our  territorial  legis- 
lation.     As  chairman  of  the  committee  on  foreign  relations  ho  drafted 
instructions  for  the  formation  of  commercial  treaties  based  on  reciproc- 
ity, which  he  urged  as  the  true  principle  of  commerce. 

His  desire  for  the  formation  of  a  strong  national  government  is  shown 

V>y  many  incidents.    He  supported,  against  the  Lees  and  against  the  Mas- 

^•^eluisetts  delegation,  the  establishment  of  the  Departments  of  Foreign 

Affairs,  of  War,  and  of  Finance.     He  united  with  Madison  against  the 
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Loes  ill  Bustainiiig  a  nioasuro  iu  the  Yirgiuia  legislature  giving  the  power 
of  impost  taxatiou  to  Oougress.  His  pride  was  in  the  national  govern- 
mont,  to  which  ho  desired  to  draw  the  strongest  men.  ^*I  Kfoei"  he  said 
to  Madison  on  February  20, 1784,  "  the  best  eiSbcts  produced  by  sending 
our  young  statesmen  liere  (to  Congress).  They  see  the  affairs  of  the 
Confederacy  from  a  high  ground ;  they  learn  tlie  importance  of  the  UniaUy 
and  befriend  federal  measures  when  they  return.  Those  who  never  come 
here  see  our  affairs  insulated^  pursue  a  system  of  jealousy  and  self-interest^ 
and  distra^st  the  Union  as  much  as  tliey  canJ*  And  on  April  25, 1784,  in 
another  letter  to  Madison,  he  returned  to  the  same  topic.  ^'  It  (Congress) 
is  a  good  school  for  our  young  statesmen.  It  gives  them  impressions 
friendiy  to  the  federal  government  instead  of  those  c^verscj  which  too  often 
takex>lace  in  persons  confined  to  the  politics  of  one  StateJ*^  As  to  foreign 
affairs,  his  policy,  according  to  Luzerne,  was  one  of  equipoise,  holding 
that  Congress  <' ought  to,  as  far  as  it  can,  direct  towards  us  (France) 
the  aflcction  of  the  i)eople,  in  order  to  balance  the  inclination  of  the  nu- 
merous causes  which  (uiiry  them  continuously  to  England.  He has^  not- 
mthstanding  these  jyrincipleSf  shown  himself  to  he  the  protector  and  the 
support  of  the  refugees.^^  And  he  strenuously  maintained  the  duty  and 
necessity  of  a  strict  adhesion  to  the  treaty  of  alliance. 

namiiton.  §  4^.  Uamiltou's  congressional  career,  as  we  have  seen, 

was  brief,  but  his  course  during  this  career  exhibited  administrative 
genius  in  its  best  sense;  that  genius  which — avoiding  on  the  one  side  the 
extreme  of  the  mere  revolutionist,  hurling  into  action  national  enthusi- 
asm without  organization,  and  on  the  other  side  the  extreme  of  the  tra- 
ditionist,  relying  on  organization  without  an  appeal  to  national  enthu- 
siasm— seeks  to  concentrate  and  utilize  the  resources  of  the  country  by 
applying  to  them  the  organization  most  fitted  for  their  development. 
He  saw  that  for  this  i)urpose  a  permanent  and  strong  executive  was 
necessaryl  as  a  department  co  ordinate  with  the  legislative;  and  while 
this  was  not  at  the  time  attainable,  he  did  his  best  to  strengthen  the 
hands  of  the  commander-in-chief  and  of  the  heads  of  the  departments 
of  finance  and  of  foreign  uffairs.  To  Morris  he  was  of  immense  service, 
supporting  him  both  in  the  press  and  in  Congress;  aiding  him  by  con- 
stant suggestions,  which,  while  modestly  made,  bore  the  stamp  of  the 
consummate  abilities  of  the  young  statesmen  from  whom  they  sprang. 
Availing  himself  of  his  experience  at  the  head  of  the  New  York  board 
of  taxation,  he  urged  with  great  power  measures  which  would  be  most 
likely  to  bring  out  an  adequate  public  revenue.  We  find  the  same  wis- 
dom and  loyalty  to  duty  in  his  course  as  to  foreign  affairs.  He  sup- 
ported Livingston  and  Madison  in  bringing  to  an  end  the  indecorous 
and  sterile  mission  at  St.  Petersburg,  where  Dana,  under  a  congressional 

*  1  Baiioroft'H  Hist,  of  Con8titntion,345,359. 

1 1  Bancroft's  Hist,  of  Couslitution,  362. 

t  See  Ilaiuiltoii  to  Morris,  Apr.  30,  1780,  1  Hamilton's  Works,  223. 
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vote  urged  by  Joliu  and  Samuel  Adams,  had  beiMi  remaining  unrcceived 
for  two  years,  putting  himself  and  his  country  in  the  fal^e  position  of 
tame  sobmission  to  repulses  which  incroiised  in  rudeness  as  his  applica- 
tions to  be  received  increiised  in  pertinacity.*  Hamilton  initiated,  also, 
the  right  line  on  the  subject  of  the  armed  neutrality,  by  an  amendment 
offered  by  him  instructing  the  commissioners,  *-in  case  they  should  com- 
prise in  the  deAuitive  treaty  any  stipulations  amounting  to  a  recog. 
uitiou  of  the  rights  of  neutral  nations,  to  avoid  accompanying  them  by 
any  engagements  which  shall  oblige  the  contracting  parties  to  support 
these  stipulations  by  ai-ms^"  and  lie  concurred  in  a  report  on  the  same 
question  that,  ''as  the  primary  object  of  the  proi>osed  accession  to  the 
neutral  confederacy  no  longer  can  oi)erate,  and  }is  the  trtie  interests  of 
these  States  require  that  they  sf^ould  be  as  little  oa  possible  entangled  in  the 
politics  and  controversies  of  European  nations^^  it  was  not  expedient  that 
Dana's  powers  should  be  continued.t  But  more  particularly  do  we  rec- 
ognize this  practical  administrative  genius  in  his  views  of  our  duty  under 
our  treaty  stipulations  to  France.  Ilis  recognition  of  our  obligations  to 
and  oar  dependence  on  France  had  been,  before  the  treaty  arrived,  pe- 
culiarly strong. 
To  Noailles,  then  in  France,  ho  wrote  in  1782  (the  day  not  being  given)  :| 

"The  •oUviiy  of  the  next  campaign  must  absolutely  dupend  ou  effeotual  suooor 
from  France.'' 

To  La  Fayette,  on  November  2, 1782,  he  wrote : 

"These  States  are  in  no  humor  for  cou tinning  exertions.  If  the  war  lasts, it  must 
bo  carried  on  by  external  succor.''^ 

On  March  17, 1783,  the  treaty  being  then  before  him,  he  wrote  to 
Washington  :|| 

**I  am  really  appreht-nairef  if  peace  does  not  take  place,  that  the  ncgotiatiom  will  tend  to 
90W  dUtruit  among  the  allies  and  weaken  the  force  of  the  common  league.  We  have,  I 
fear,  men  among  us,  and  men  in  trust,  who  liavo  a  liiinketin^  nftor  British  cnnnec-  ' 
(ion.  We  have  othcrH  whoso  coii(idoiico  in  Franou  savors  of  crodulity.  The  intrigues 
of  tho  former  and  tlio  iiiciiuiioiisncBS  of  tbo  latter  may  bo  both,  though  in  diflorent 
.degrees,  injurious  to  the  American  interests,  and  niako  it  dilHcult  for  prndont  mon  to 
steer  a  proper  course." 

When  tho  peace  preliiniiiarics  of  1783  came  before  Congress,  Ilamil- 
ton,  on  March  18, 1783,  according  to  Madison's  rcportjH  "iwlmitted  it  as 
not  improbable  that  it  had  been  the  policy  of  Franco  to  procrastinate 
the  definite  acknowledgment  of  onr  independence  on  the  part  of  Great 
Britain,  in  order  to  keep  us  more  knit  to  liorsclf,  and  until  her  own  in* 
terests  could  be  negotiated.    Tho  arguments,  however,"  he  continued, 

•  See  infra,  «  19. 

tTlio  commit  too  who  made  this  report  were  Mndison,  GUsworth,  and  Hamilton. 
His  to  Mafltson  that  its  stylo  is  probably  due;  and,  if  so,  it  is  to  him  that  the  word 
"untangled''  in  this  connection  is  to  bo  imputed. 

t  B  Ledge's  Hamilton,  80. 

^  W.,  90. 

I  Infra,  under  above  date;  8  Lodge's  HamiKon,  105. 

I I  Madison's  Papers,  394,  infra,  under  date  of  Mar.  18,  1783. 
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^' urged  by  our  iniiimtors  (Jay  aud  Adams)  ou  this  subject,  although 
BtroDgy  were  not  couclusive,  as  it  was  not  certain  that  this  policy,  aud 
notadesiroofexcludiugobstaclesto  peace, had  produced  the  opposition 
of  the  French  court  to  our  demands.  Caution  and  vigilance,  he  thought, 
werejnstified  by  the  appearance,  and  tliat  nlone.  But  compare  this 
policy  witli  thatof  Great  Britain ;  survey  tlie  past  cruelty  and  present 
duplicity  of  her  councils;  behold  her  watching  every  occasion  and 
trying  every  project  for  dissolving  the  honorable  ties  which  bind  tbe 
United  States  to  their  ally,  and  then  say  on  which  side  our  resentments 
and  jealousies  ougbt  to  lie.  With  respect  to  the  instructions  submit- 
ting our  ministers  to  the  advice  of  France,  he  had  disapproved  it 
uniformly  since  it  had  come  to  his  knowledge,  but  he  had  always  judged 
it  improper  to  repeal  it.  He  disapproved  highly  of  the  conduct  of  our  min- 
isters in  not  showing  the  preliminary  articles  to  our  ally  before  they  signed 
themj  and  still  more  so  of  their  agreeing  to  the  separate  article.  This  conduct 
gave  an  advantage  to  the  enemy,  which  they  would  not  fail  to  improve 
for  tbe  purpose  of  inspiring  France  with  indignation  and  distrust  of  the 
United  States.  •  •  •  He  observed  that  our  ministers  were  divided 
(Franklin  against  Jay  and  Adams)  <<  as  to  the  policy  of  the  court  of  France, 
but  that  they  were  all  agreed  in  the  necessity  of  being  on  the  watch 
against  Great  Britain.  •  •  •  He  observed,  particularly  with  respect  to 
Mr.  Jay,  that  although  he  was  a  man  of  profound  sagacity  and  puro  integ- 
rity, yet  he  was  of  a  suspicious  temper,  and  that  this  trait  might  ex- 
plain the  extraordinary  jesilonsies  which  he  professed.  He  finally  pro- 
posed that  tiio  ministers  should  be  commended  and  the  separate  article 
be  communicatedj^^  thereby  complying  with  the  engagements  previously 
made  to  France.  It  wivs  in  sympathy  with  these  views  and  in  exten- 
sion of  the  policy  of  close  alliance  with  France  that,  on  May  2, 1783,  he 
offered  and  carried  a  resolution  which,  after  appealing  in  energetic 
language  to  the  States  to  forward  the  collection  of  taxes  in  order  to 
pay  off  the  army,  proceeded  as  follows : 

Resolved,  That,  as  an  additioual  inoaiiH  of  accomplistiing  tlio  saiiio  eud,  a  further 
application  bo  iinniodiatoly  niaclo  to  liis  most  Christian  majesty  to  induce  him  to  mM 
three  millions  of  livros  to  the  six  millions  already  granted,  in  part  of  the  loan  of  four 
millions  of  dollars  requested  by  the  resolution  of  the  14th  day  of  Septombor,  I7d2; 
and  that  his  said  majesty  might  bo  informed  that  Congress  will  consider  his  oompli- 
anco  in  this  instance  aa  a  now  and  valuable  proof  of  his  friendship  peoaliarly  intermling 
in  the  present  conjuncture  of  the  affairs  of  the  United  Staten,  and  will  apply  a  part  of  the 
requisitions  now  subsisting  upon  the  several  States  to  the  repayment  of  tbe  said  throe 
millions. 

No  Statesman  ever  had  a  more  delicate  sense  of  honor  than  Hamil- 
tou,  or  was  more  intrepid  in  insisting  on  the  performance  of  engage- 
ments which  honor  required  to  be  performed.  Ue  knew  that  we  were 
engnged  to  France  not  to  take  action  as  to  pcjvce  without  her  concur- 
rence; he  viewed  the  aid  she  rendered  us  as  the  price  she  paid  us  for 
this  stipulation  ;  and,  in  joining  in  a  new  appeal  to  her  for  aid,  he  rec- 
ognized the  continuing  effect  of  this  engagement  of  mutual  cou&denoe 
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and  support.  To  bis  chivalric  tompery  tlio  idea  of  applying  to  France 
for  farther  aid,  we  intending  at  tbe  time  to  break  oar  engagements  to 
her,  woald  bave  been  intolerable.  Ilence  be  united  with  Washington, 
with  Jefferson,  with  Morris,  and  with  Madison  in  tbe  i^osition  that  tbe 
majority  of  our  negotiators  in  Paris  did  wrong  in  concealing  from  Ver-  • 
gennes  tbe  result  of  their  negotiations,  and  that  to  France  entire  frank- 
ness in  negotiation  was  due. 

*'^**^"-  S  4^.  Madison  was  in  Oongniss  during  tbe  whole  of  Ham- 

ilton's term  of  service,  and  on  almost  every  question  that 
arose  they  stood  together.     Together  they  resisted  that  energetic  and , 
adroit  opposition  which  reared  itself  againsttbeniilitary  system  of  Wash- 
ington, as  well  as  against  tbe  diplomatic  system  of  Franklin  and  of  Liv- 
ingston, and  the  financial  system  of  Morris.    It  is  true  that  afterwards 
Hadison  and  Hamilton  separated  widely  in  their  views.     Hamilton's 
early  training  was  in  tbe  West  Indies,  where  the  only  authority  to 
appeal  to  was  executive,  and  where  tbe  action  of  such  authority,  to  be  . 
effective,  had  to  be  quick  and  despotic    Madison  was  born  in  a  com- 
munity in  which  executive  government  was  regarded  with  an  antag- 
onism which,  in  itself  often  just,  long  years  of  opposition  bad  intensi- 
fied, and  had  been  educated  in  rrincetou  College,  tbe  headquarters  of  . 
advanced  whigism,  whose  political  philosophy  was  that  of  Locke,  and 
whose  political  heroes  were  Hampden,  William  llussell,  and  Somers. 
Madison's  tem^ier  also  was  consultative;  bo  was  peculiarly  fitted  for 
tbe  council  chamber  and  the  legislature.    Hamilton's  temper,  on  tbe 
other  band,  was  executive,*  swift  in  deciding,  imperious  in  tbe  imme- 
diate enforcement  of  what  bo  decided.    It  was  in  relation  to  tbe  French 
revolution  and  to  tbe  aggressions  of  tbe  French  revolutionary  author- 
ities that  their   divergence   became  most   marked.    Madison  would 
bave  waited  till  France  bad  an  opportunity  of  righting  herself;  and  to 
bis  calm  mind  the  violence  of  the  revolutionists  could  be,  at  least  to 
BODie  extent,  overlooked  when  tbe  great  cause  of  national  emancipation 
tbey  were  struggling  for  was  kept  in  mind.    Hamilton,  on  tbe  other 
band,  contrasted  tbe  frenzy  and  uproar  of  the  liovolution  with  tbe 
splendor  and  ortler  of  tbe  institutionfl  it  bad  overthrown,  and  be  looked 
oil  it  as  a  monster,  whose  insults  to  us  we  should  promptly  punish.     In 
two  great  lines  of  national  duty,  however,  these  statesmen  concurred ; 
tliey  held  that  the  Mississippi  Valley  was  to  be  secured  for  the  United  . 
States,  and  tbe  terms  of  the  French  alliance  were  to  be  honorably  kept. 
It  is  a  serious  question  whether,  in  the  great  crisis  of  1782-'83,  when 
^>Ulie  expect4ition  of  peace,  tbe  people,  wearied  with  the  exertions  of 
^ar,  seemed  in  danger  of  becoming  indifierent  to  tbe  maintenance  of 
l^ublic  credit  and  public  engagements  at  home  and  abroad,  the  country 
^ould  not  have  sustained  injuries  almost  irreparable  bad  it  not  been 
*V)rthe  admirable  sense,  tbe  quiet  courage,  and  the  unsullied  integrity 

•  Sco  in/ra,  J  a09  ir. 
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which  Madison  brought  to  the  pablic  service  at  a  time  when  Oougress 
had  80  far  degenerated  as  to  peculiarly  subject  it  to  those  disorganising 
iofluences  which  are  elsewliere  examined  in  detail.* 

John  AdoniB.  §  4/^.  Johu  Ad auis' political  career  is  broken,  in  refer- 

ence to  the  question  immediately  before  ns,  into  two 
very  distinct  sections.  During  liiR  congressional  term  he  was,  as  has 
been  sai<],  under  the  influence  of  his  great  namesake  and  kinsman, 
Samuel  Adams,  whose  lofty  patriotism,  stern  puritanic  republicanism, 
and  austere  nnsellishness,  combined  with  untiring  energy  and  singular 
clearness  and  force  of  expression,  gave  him  immense  influence  over 
those  who  fell  within  his  range  in  the  pursuit  of  a  common  object.  To 
Samuel  Adams,  and  to  those  who  sustained  him,  the  one  object  was  the 
overthrow  of  British  BWSky-^delenda  est  Carthago — and  all  other  objects 
were  put  aside.  The  administrative  edifice  that  existed  when  the  devo- 
lution came  was  to  be  torn  down,  and  this  by  popular  storm;  but  as  to 
an  edifice  to  take  its  place,  there  were  no  plans.  In  fact,  for  that  which 
was  proposed  by  this  band  of  patriots  no  particular  architectural  skill 
would  be  required.  Congress,  in  which  they  took  a  conspicuous  part, 
and  in  which  on  some  momentous  occasions  their  influence  was  supreme, 
was  then,  from  the  necessity  of  the  case,  the  sole  governing  power  of  the 
republic,  and  as  such  14;  could  well  remain,  in  their  judgment,  forever. 
If  any  executive  action  were  required,  this  could  be  done  by  commit- 
tees, of  which  they  were  often  the  leading  members;  and  thus  that  con- 
gressional organization,  which  was  the  mere  scaffolding  under  which  a 
permanent  and  symmetrical  structure  was  to  rise,  they  treated  as  if  it 
were  a  permanent  structure  complete  in  itself.  A  distinct  executive 
department  they  looked  on  with  anger  and  dread,  as  not  merely  involv- 
ing their  loss  of  power,  but  as  a  departure  from  primitive  republican 
sy  mplicity,  and  as  a  step  towards  that  monarchical  idea  which  they  had 
warred  against  with  such  fiery  zeal.  Hence  may  be  explained  the 
vehemence  and  bitterness  with  which  they  resisted  every  attempt  to 
abate  the  prerogatives  of  Congress  by  the  establishment  of  executive 
boards,  and  the  persistence  with  which  they  sought  to  subordinate  to 

•Soo  in/ra,  J  209/. 

lb  cau  nut  bo  douicd  ilmt,  after  1779,  Conj^ross  greatly  deteriorato<l  in  tone. 
The  theory  of  this  is  tliUH  Btated  by  Jay,  in  writing,  on  April  21,  1799,  when  Presi- 
dent of  Congress,  to  WoHhiugton  (2  Sparlcs'  Lettera  to  Washington,  269):  "Seasons 
of  general  beat,  tumult,  and  fermentation  favor  tbo  prodnotiou  and  growth  of  some 
great  vtrtacs  and  of  nniny  great  and  little  vices.''  Itbos  always  been  so  in  rovoln- 
tionary  periods,  and  it  was  naturally  so  witli  Congress  after  the  first  ardor  of  the 
Revolution  passed  away.  lis  sessions  were,  in  most  important  matters,  in  secret; 
tbo  eminent  men  who  lirst  touk  part  in  it,  and  who  were  called  to  otbor  spberes,  wero 
in  some  cases  succeeded  by  political  intriguers  of  a  low  tone  or  by  speculators;  and 
it  was  in  a  largo  sense  autocratic,  being  removed,  froui  the  want  of  an  indeiiondeni 
press,  from  popular  criticiHui.  To  this  may  bo  traced  the  charges  of  solfish  intrigoe 
and  of  corruption  made  against  its  members;  charges  no  doubt  greatly  ozaggerated, 
yet  based  at  least  to  some  extent  on  fact. 
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themselves,  or  to  committees  of  their  own  choosing,  the  army,  the « 
treasury,  and  the  diplomatic  corps.  To  this  policy  also  may  be  attributed 
their  denunciation  of  those  systems  of  permanent  finance,  of  military 
preparation  and  action,  and  of  diplomacy  which  in  their  several  spheres 
Washington,  Franklin,  Livingston,  and  Morris  had  sought  to  carry  out. 
it  was  with  those  holding  these  views  that  John  Adams,  as  we  will  lenrn 
from  the  following  corres[)ondence,  was  during  the  Revolution  nininly  in 
sympatliy.  When,  however,  after  the  establishment  of  peace,  ho  made 
his  appearance  at  London  as  American  envoy,  he  entered  on  a  new  era, 
with  conceptions  of  i>olitics  varying  greatly  from  those  he  had  svccepted 
during  the  lievohition.*  It  is,  however,  only  with  his  revolutionary  pol- 
itics that  these  pages  are  concerned.  In  this  section  we  have  noticed 
those  i>olitics  in  their  municipal  relation.  Hereafter  his  diplomatic 
course  will  be  distinctively  considered.f 

^2^S<2iVi^'*"*^  '*        5^'  ^^  ^^  natural  that  men  of  ardor  and 

earnestness,  devoted  to  the  revolutionary  cause, 
inexperienced  in  administration,  not  familiar  practically  either  with 
military  or  financial  or  diplomatic  science,  confident  in  the  potency  of 
'* militia''  power,  whether  in  war  or  finance  or  diplomacy,  should  chafe 
at  the  **  Fabian  "  delay  which  the  application  of  science  and  the  study  of 
environments  would  cause  in  each  of  these  s[>heres.    The  antagonism 

'This  change  in  political  views  in  dwelt  on  in  a  letter  hereafter  noticoil  (/n/ra,  (  ll), 
ill  which  Hamilton,  writing  to  Sedgwick,  on  October  9,  1788,  inqnircd  wbetbor,  an  it  \ 
vrsm  snggested  that  Adama  **  is  nnfriondly  in  bis  senttmoiits  to  Qeneral  Wasbington/' 
and  as  ''tbo  Jjcea  and  Adanisos  Iiave  l>oen  in  tlio  ba1)it  of  uniting/'  it  niigbt  bapi)cii, 
on  Richanl  If.  Lee  going  to  tlio  Senate  and  Adams  being  elected  Vice-President,  tbat 
there  might  spring  up  a  ''cal>al  very  embarrassing  to  the  executive,  and  of  coni*soto 
the  administration  of  the  government"  (8  Lodge's  Hamilton,  198).  Sedgwick,  ou 
October  16,  replied : 

"Mr.  Adams  was  former  ly  infinitely  more  democraHoal  than  at  itrescnt^  and  possessing 
tbat  Jealonsy  which  always  accompanied  such  a  character,  he  was  averse  to  repose 
snob  nnlimite<l  coaiidence  in  (lie  commander-in-chief  as  then  was  the  disposition  of 
Congress.  •  •  •  \\\^  writings  aliow  tliat  he  dosorvcs  tlie  confidence  of  those  wlio 
wish  energy  in  governnient;  for  allhoiigh  tlieso  writings  are  too  tedious  and  uuplcns- 
ant  in  pemsal,  yet  they  are  evidently  the  result  of  deep  reflection,  and,  as  they 
eoconnter  popular  prejudices,  are  an  evidence  of  an  erect  and  independent  spirit." 
(1  Hamilton's  Works,  by  his  son,  48*2.) 

To  this  Hamilton,  on  November  1),  1788,  after  saying  in  reply  that  he  had  concluded 
if)  support  Adams,  acids  : 

"  I  bad  but  one  scruph^,  but  after  mature  consideration  I  liave  relinquiRhod  it.  Mr. 
A.,  to  a  sound  understanding,  hjis  always  appeared  to  mo  to  add  an  ardent  love  for 
the  public  good ;  and,  as  his  further  knowledge  of  the  world  seems  to  have  corrected 
those  jealousies  which  ho  is  represented  to  have  once  be(m  influenced  by,  I  trust 
nothing  of  the  kind  suggested  in  my  former  letter  wifl  disturb  the  harmony  of  tlie 
administration  ."    (S  Lo<lge's  Hamilton,  20-2.) 

As  to  Adams'  diplomatic  views,  see  tii/ra,  $  KM. 

t  Infra,  $  129/. 
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to  Wiibliiugtou,  to  Frankliu,  to  Morris,  to  Livingston  tbns  generated 
will  be  hereafter  Bi>ecifically  considered,  since  with  it  a  large  part  of  the 
following  correspondence  is  concerned. 

^VI?f"«'l^;J?f«i?i*i*'«**J*^  §  0-  On  the  other  hand,  men  of  administrative 

UiAt  mere  lorcc  ib  oTeraomo  *  ' 

tho^oij5?ctof  th^^  ability,  convinced  that  in  wait,  in  finance,  and  in 

was  to  build  up.  diplomacy  they  shonld  move  lii  subordination  to 

science  as  applied  to  existing  conditions,  nata- 
rally  found  themselves  incapable  of  appreciating  the  position  that  force 
can  be  permanently  successful  when  not  moving  in  such  subordina- 
tion. You  can  not  dash  ahead  in  a  straight  line  through  a  thronged 
city — so  Dr.  Jolinson  illustrated  the  position  they  took-^without  being 
arrcslod  by  a  crowd  of  passengers  or  by  a  turn  in  the  street;  and 
dashing  ahead  in  the  same  way  in  war  or  finance  or  diplomacy,  without 
allowing  for  and  guarding  against  obstacles,  is  equally  reckless  and 
perilous.  The  fortifications  of  a  skillful  enemy,  availing  himself  of 
the  art«  of  war — so  it  was  argued— can  not  be  demolished  by  the  rush  of 
an  enthusiastic  mob ;  nor  can  any  army,  capable  of  mooting  such  an 
enemy,  be  kept  up  without  proper  pay  and  permanent  enlistments. 
Public  credit  can  not  be  maintained  by  the  unbounded  issue  of  irre- 
deemable paper  money.  The  alliance  of  foreign  neutrals  can  not  be 
secured  by  a  belligerent  who  neither  knows  how  to  fight,  nor  how  to 
address  such  neutrals  except  in  terms  of  rough  demand  for  money.  And 
even  if  success  could  be  won  under  such  an  untutored  system,  no  gov- 
ernment could  succeed  in  the  place  of  that  thrown  down,  except  by  the 
exercise  of  political  science  and  administrative  skill. 

corrupiinR  influoncwi  of  Ku-       |  7.  Wc  cau  Hot  duly  cstimato  tlic  cliaraotcr  of 

ropoan  polliios.  '  •^ 

our  revolutionary  loaders  without  taking  into 
consideration  the  tone  of  the  politics  of  the  day.  The  enormous 
amounts  of  money  paid  at  this  period  by  the  British  ministry  for  secret 
diplom<atic  services  has  been  frequently  commented  on  by  British  his- 
torians. Vcrgennes  speaks  of  innumerable  spies  employed  in  France 
by  Lord  Stormont,  British  minister  at  Paris,  and  the  correspondence 
of  George  III  with  Lord  North  shows  to  how  lavish  an  extent  this 
bribery  was  applied  to  the  purchase  of  American  treason.  In  the 
first  volume  of  the  correspondence  of  the  first  Earl  of  Malmesbury  we 
find  in  what  way  at  this  very  iieriod  corrnpt  influences  in  diplomacy 
were  not  only  lavishly  applied,  but  unblushingly  recorded,  by  those 
engaged  in  the  British  service.  Thus  this  eminent  diplomatist,  when,  as 
Sir  James  Harris,  British  minister  at  St.  Petersbug,  thus  writes  of  his 
methods  of  reaching  Russian  statesmen : 

"Tlio  presont  disposition  and  condact  of  this  court  were  so  nincb  boyond  the  reach 
of  my  penetration,  and  yet  so  highly  necessary  to  bo  fathomed,  that  I  was  determined 
to  apply,  in  conncqnenoe  of  the  permission  I  had  received  from  your  lordship  (Lord 
Stormont),  to  the  only  person  whom  Prince  Potemkin  admits  to  his  entire  confidence, 
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and  wiiboai  whom  lio  can  do  uoiliing.  I  inontionod  him  in  my  last  dispatcbcs,  and 
M 1  knew  him,  with  evory  appearance  of  honoety,  to  bo  very  vonal,  nsed  little  deli- 
cacy in  addressing  him.  *  *  *  Qar  bargain  was  soon  strnok  by  telling  bini  I  did 
not  want  tusiatancef  bat  informaHon;  assuring  him  that,  from  what  I  already  know, 
I  sboald  easily  perceive  whether  he  meant  to  deceive  mo,  and  that  if  ho  dealt  fairly 
and  honestly  by  me  be  might  be  assured  of  fatnre  marks  of  liberality." 

Harris  then  proceeds  to  specify  the  answers,  unquestiouably  very 
frank  and  fall,  which  he  thus  obtained.* 

Bcft  a  still  more  amazing  engine  of  corruption  was  resorted  to  by  this 
astute  i)olitician.  The  Empress  Catharine  was  at  the  time  absorbed  by 
the  ambition  of  being  mediaf^or  in  the  struggle  by  which  Europe,  as 
well  as  America,  were  then  convulsed.  If  this  position  had  been  con- 
ceded to  her  by  the  leading  European  belligerents  (for  America,  being 
in  her  view  without  any  recognized  political  existence,  she  did  not  even 
address),  she  would  uot  have  been,  it  is  true,  arbitrator,  but  she  would 
have  beeu  able  to  exercise  great  influence  on  the  course  of  the  war. 
Iler  entire  impartiality  in  the  exercise  of  the  proposed  mediation,  there- 
fore, was  assumed  on  both  sides.  Tet,  while  such  was  the  case,  Sir 
James  Harris,  under  instructions  from  his  government,  offered  to  her 
the  island  of  Minorca  in  case  she  would,  when  acting  as  mediator,  make 
it  a  condition  that  France  should  withdraw  all  her  troops  from  Amer- 
ica. The  empress  had  the  matter  under  advisement^  when,  as  a  pro. 
found  secret,  she  disclosed  the  offer  to  the  emperor  of  Germany  (Joseph), 
her  intended  co-mediator.  Joseph  naturally  revolted  at  such  a  bargain, 
and  the  scheme  exploded.  But  it  signally  illustrates  the  position  that 
Britiiin  was  ready  to  resort  to  any  expedient,  no  matter  how  unscrupu- 
lous, to  subjugate  the  United  IStates.t 

Of  the  sums  lavishc<l  in  the  corruption  of  American  subordinates 
notice  will  be  hereafter  taken,t  and  the  question  as  to  Deane's  case  will 
be  distinctively  considered.  ||  The  only  case  of  the  actual  purchase  of 
an  American  officer  is  that  of  Arnold  ;  fl  the  a])ostac3'  of  diaries  Lee, 
base  as  it  was,  being  a  revival  of  his  British  allegiance,  with  no  proof 
of  venality.  The  corrupt  advances  of  Johnstone  to  high  American 
ofTicials  were  promptly  repelled.** 

'  1  MahiifHbiiry  Corrr.^jmiidiincc,  2Vui'j  nuncmffe  MSS.;  Spiirks  MSS.,  Iljirvjirrt  Collrgo. 

t  Sec,  lor  (lotatl.s  of  tliis  oxtraordiimry  procoilino,  <1ociiinoiitn  givon  infra,  under 
daio  of  May  2G,  1781. 

I  Infra,  $  204  /. 

I  Infra,  J  IGi^ff. 

\  Sco  index,  title  Arnold. 

**860  JolniBtono  to  Morris,  Jnnc  Ifi,  1778,  infra,  with  uoto. 

In  Uivington*8  Gazotto,  tlio  tory  organ  in  Now  York  during  BritiBli  occupation, 
interceptoil  Ictl4;r8  were  from  tiuio  to  time  publiHiiod,  Hliowing  tbo  poverty  of  nieni- 
bers  of  Congress;  and  tbcso  lottcrH  wcro  made  tbo  oxcnso  for  Hritisb  oiVors  of  pecu- 
niary assistance  to  tboir  writers.  Tiiis  fact  bocanio  known  and  was  tbo  cause  of  per- 
sonal patriotic  contributionu  to  tbe  support  of  tbo  partitas  wlioso  iioccesitous  con- 
dition, produced  by  tbo  dovjistalions  of  tbe  war,  Iiad  tlius  boon  unwittingly  made 
public.  Luzerne,  who  bad  a  liberal  supply  of  UiiuU  in  liis  bands,  on  one  or  two 
occasions  Joined  in  giving  tins  assistance.     TIio  propriety  of  IvU  vVo\v\^  w>,  w  q1  \X^^ 
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Engiiah  historical  iMmaieiism.        J  g.  The  coarso  of  ouF  <^  administrative,"  or 

constractivo,  revolutionists  recalls  the  course 
of  the  English  reformers  of  the  same  tyi)e  in  1G39.    At  that  time  they 
included  in  their  ranks  Falkland  and  Ilyde  on  the  one  side,  as  well 
ns  Pym,  Hampden,  and  Cromwell  on  the  other,  these  two  wings  of 
the  party  of  reform  comprising  almost  tlie  entire  house  of  commons.* 
By  this  great  combination  of  reformers  were  passed  the  triennial  bill, 
tlie  prohibition  of  ship  money  and  the  impeachment  of  the  judges  by 
whom  it  was  approved,  the  abolition  of  the  star  chamber  and  the  court 
of  high  commission,  and  the  recognition  of  Parliament  as  the  supreme 
lawmaking  power  of  the  realm.    Had  reform  rested  at  this  point,  a 
system  would  have  been  established  in  England  at  least  as  liberal  as 
that  which  now  exists.    But  the  perfidy  of  the  king  made  it  diflScult  to 
deal  with  him  as  an  executive,  and  then  came  the  issue  whether  an  exec- 
utive could  be  dispensed  with  altogether,  or  whether  the  king,  under  the 
limitations  then  imposed,  could  be  trusted  with  executive  power.    On 
this  issue  the  reformers  fell  apart  into  three  parties.    Falkland  and 
Hyde  conceived  that  they  had  gone  far  enough,  and  that  royal  power 
as  then  limited  could  be  safely  deposited  with  Charles,  forming  a  class 
of  reactionists  of  whom  Oalloway  in  our  own  llevolution  was  the  rep- 
resentative.   Vane,  Bradshaw,  and  Hutchinson  represented  the  oppo- 
site extreme,  their  object  being  to  sweep  away  the  existing  system  aa  a 
whole,  vesting  all  power  for  the  time  in  the  house  of  commons,  not  con- 
cerning themselves  with  the  task  of  setting  up  a  liberal  government  in 
the  place  of  the  despotism  they  would  cast^iside;  taking,  tlierefore,  the 
same  line  as  Samuel  Adams  and  the  school  of  which  he  was  the  head 
in  our  own  Eevolution.    As  *' constructive"  or  <<administnitive"  revo- 
lutionists at  that  period  may  be  mentioned  Hami)den,  Pym,  Northum- 
berland, Essex,  and  Fairfax;  but,  with  the  exception  of  Hampden  and 
Pym,  who  died  in  the  earlier  stages  of  the  contest,  these  patriotic  men 
did  not  possess  that  ascendency  which  enabled  Washington  and  Franklin, 
aided  by  Morris,  by  Livingston,  and  by  Jay,  to  successfully  resist  the 
creation  of  a  government  merely  parliamentary  in  the  place  of  a  govern- 
meut  whose  powers  were  to  bo  distributed,  under  constitutional  checks^ 
between  executive,  legislature,  and  judiciary. 

While,  on  the  one  hand,  the  revolution  of  1G40  failed  because  it  was 
impelled  by  popular  enthusiasm  without  administrative  leaders,  so  the 
revolution  of  IGSd  came  near  failing  because,  as  far  as  England  was  cou- 

aoooptnnce  of  b'm  aid,  may  bo  doubted;  tbough  it  must  bo  rocoUeotod  thai  Goaver- 
ueur  Morris,  wbon  American  mininter  at  Paris,  contributed  largely  to  the  pecaniary 
relief  of  La  Fayette  when  a  member  of  the  French  national  assembly. 

As  to  corrupt  suggestions  to  American  leaders  and  Franklin's  reply,  nee  Fraaklin 
to  Weissenstein,  July  1, 1778,  which,  according  to  Adams,  not  always  a  friendly  Judge 
of  Franklin's  style,  gave  them  ''  a  dose  which  will  make  them  sick,"  and  which  cer- 
tainly is  one  of  the  most  efloctive  papers  Franklin  ever  produced.  The  qaesUon  is 
discussed  in  Ilale's  Franklin  in  Paris,  241  jT. 

'  See,  OS  to  intermediaries,  infray  $  197. 
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cerned,  it  was  directed  by  adminiRtrative  leaders  witlioattbe  support  of 
popular  eDtbnsiastn.*  Of  that  great  political  genius  William  III  it  is  not 
necessary  to  speak,  as  he  remained  more  or  less  an  alien  in  the  eyes  of 
England  even  during  his  occupancy  of  the  English  throne.  Many  of  the 
highest  administrative  gifts  must  be  recognized  in  him  if  we  view  lii^m 
simply  as  a  European  sovereign;  but  intimate  knowledge  of  English 
politics  he  had  not,  nor  had  h^  the  gift  of  winning  the  afTection  of  the 
English  people.  The  history  of  those  wlio,  on  the  English  side,  invited 
him  over,  and  who  were  among  the  leaders  in  cflccting  what  was  called 
the  revolution  settlement,  shows  that  they  were  not  only  without  heroic 
attachmeut  to  the  cause  of  liberty,  but  that  tliey  felt,  and  rightly  felt, 
that  there  was  no  strong  liberal  popular  party  behind  them  which  would 
hold  them  responsible  for  any  derelictions  from  Mic  liberal  cause.  It  is 
easy  to  say,  as  is  said  by  a  recent  historian,  that  the  intrigues  with  the 
exiled  monarch,  ''in  which  men  like  Marlborough,  Uussell,  Godolphin, 
.  and  Shrewsbury  were  engaged,''  may  be  imputed,  in  Marlborough's 
case,  to  ''devouring  ambition;"  in  llussell's  case,  to  "disappointed 
whigism;"  in  Godolphin's  case,  to  "distrust  of  the  future."    (Traill's 

*Tlie  iDou   whu  OAtnbrmlitMl  a  ropiibUo   in   Kuglaiid  in  tliu  sovontcmilh  century 
failed  to  prove  tbo  good  tbey  did  wan  greater  tban  tbe  good  tboy  undid.     Tbe  Euglbib 
constitatioD  they  npsot  was  distinctly  free,  tliougb  certain  rufornis  were  needed  to 
shear  the  orown  of  prerogatives  wbicb  in  bad  hands  wore  fatal  to  liberty.     Part  of 
the  work  had  been  done  by  the  laws  passed  by  the  Long  Parliament ;  tliere  remained 
tbe  second  and  possibly  more  difficult  part  of  flnding  a  king  who  would  consent  to 
allow  his  ministers  to  bo  responsible  to  Parliament.     The  foresight  of  Pym  had  pro- 
vided for  the  emergency.    Tliero  is  littlo  doubt  that  when  ho  invited  to  Loudon 
Charles  Louis,  the  elector  palatiiio  and  older  brotlior  of  Hit  pert,  ho  thought  he  had 
found  such  a  king,  and  contemplated  a  cliange  of  succoHsion.     But  Pym  was  long 
dead  and  gone,  and  there  had  now  risen  a  race  of  politicians  who  drew  their  states- 
manship from  biblical  or  classical  models,  and  not  from  tlio  study  of  English  consti- 
tutional history.     The  scheme  of  the  republicans  happened  unfortunately  to  be  utterly 
incapable  of  fitting  on  t-o  old  institutions.     Thoy  would  not  boar  of  a  governmciit 
consisting  of  two  liousos  of  parliament  with  a  president  Ixs'viing  the  name  of  king, 
though  such  a  government  might  have  boon  made  practically  republican.     What 
%hej  proposed   to  establish  was  government  by  a  standing  assembly,  re-elected  or 
xi!crnited  at  stated  intervals;  and  to  this  it  was  impo-tsible  that  the  nation  should 
^ive  a  willing  adherence.     They  might  have  aceompliHiied  more  for  their  country  had 
^hey  laid  to  heart  the  weighty  sentences  of  the  great  philosopher  of  their  youth. 
•*It  is  true,"  says  Bacon,  "that  what  is  settled  by  custom,  though  it  be  not  good, 
^et,  at  least,  it  is  fit ;  and  those  things  which  have  gone  long  together  are,  as  it  were, 
^isoafederate  within  themselves,  where  as  new  things  piece  not  so  well;  but,  though 
"they  help  by  their  utility',  yet  thoy  trouble  by  their  i  neon  form  ity;  besides  they  are, 
J  ike  strangers,  more  admired  an<l  less  favoriMl.     It  were  good,  therefore,  that  men  in 
"tilieir  innovations  would  follow  the  example  of  time  itself,  which,  indeed,  innovatoth 
greatly,  but  quietly,  and  by  degrees  scarce  to  be  perceived ;  for  otherwise  whatsoever 
Xq  new  is  nnlooked  for;  and  ever  it  mends  some  and  impairs  others;  and  he  that  is 
liolpen  takes  it  for  a  fortune  and  thanks  the  time;  and  ho  that  is  hurt,  for  a  wrong 
^nd  iuiputoth  it  to  the  author.     It  is  good  also  not  to  try  experiments  in  states,  except 
"ihe  necessity  be  urgent  or  the  utility  evident ;  and  well  to  beware  that  it  be  the  ref- 
ormation that  draweth  on  the  change,  and  not  the  desire  of  change  that  pretendeth 
the  reformation."    (Cordery  and  Philpotts,  King  and  Connnonwealth,  305.) 
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William  III,  95.)  Bat  we  can  not  explain  in  this  way  tlie  difference 
between  tlie  revolutioucary  leadors  of  1G8S  and  the  revolutionary  lead- 
ers of  1776.  Among  the  latter  doable  dealing  was  as  rare  as  it  was 
almost  universal  witb  the  former.  Treason,  it  is  true,  there  was  on 
both  sides.  Arnold,  as  corrupt  as  he  was  brave,  was  bought  by  a  heavy 
bribe;  but  Arnold  was  no  more  a  representative  statesman  than  was 
Sir  John  Fenwick,  who,  under  Stuart  influence,  was  engaged  in  a  con- 
spiracy against  William  III.  Charles  Lee  was  more  a  spy  than  a  traitor, 
ns  he  never  ceased  to  be  an  Englishman.  Deane,  imbittered  by  the 
neglect  of  Congress,  and  convinced,  it  may  be,  that  the  best  policy  of 
America,  in  the  summer  of  1782,  was  reconciliation  with  England, 
entered  into  British  service  so  far  as  to  urge  such  reconciliation;  but 
there  was  on  Deane's  part  no  betrayal  of  oflicial  trust,  such  as  there 
was  by  Marlborough,  by  Bussell,  by  Oodolphin ;  for  Deane  was  an 
exile,  so  far  as  concerns  the  counsels  of  the  United  States,  at  the  time 
he  undertook  to  persumie  the  United  States  that  it  was  better  to  become 
reconciled  with  England.  We  find  no  single  instance  of  such  negotia- 
tion with  England  on  the  paii}  of  our  revolutionary  leaders  as  existed 
between  most  of  those  who  called  William  III  to  the  throne  and  James 
II.  So  far  from  this,  though  there  wa«  in  the  minds  of  some  of  our  revo- 
lutionary statesmen  uncertainty  as  to  the  immediate  result  of  the  war, 
there  was  not  from  one  of  them,  except  Deane,  the  slightest  yielding  in 
their  determination  to  agree  to  no  peace  without  independence.  I  will 
retreat,  if  beaten  here  (so  Washington  is  reported  to  have  said,  in  1778), 
to  the  mountains  of  Virginia;  I  will,  if  beaten  there,  retreat  across  the 
Alleghanies;  but  never  will  I  lay  down  my  arms  till  independence 
cornea. 

So  Franklin,  when  in  the  same  year  it  was  intimated  to  him  by  an  old 
friend  that  England  and  France  might  become  reconciled  by  the  sacri- 
flee  of  America,  in  which  case  his  safety  would  be  endangered,  said : 

"I  thank  yon  for  your  kind  caution,  but  having  nearly  flnishod  a  long  life,  I  set  but 
little  value  on  what  roniainfl  of  it.  Like  a  draper,  when  one  chaffers  with  him  for  a 
remnant,  I  am  ready  io  say,  'Ah  it  is  only  the  fag  end,  I  wiU  not  differ  witb  yoa 
about  it ;  take  it  for  what  yuu  please.'  Perhaps  the  best  use  such  an  old  foUow  oan 
be  pnt  to  is  to  make  a  martyr  of  him.'' " 

In  the  one  case  it  was  the  genius  of  America  on  the  battle-field  that 
thus  spoke;  in  the  other  case,  the  genius  of  America  speaking  through 
a  statee^man  who  might  be  exposed,  without  the  power  of  self-defense, 
to  personal  humiliation  and  injury  before  success  was  ultimately  secured. 
J>y  both  classes — the  stsitesmen  of  the  camp  and  the  statesmen  of  the 
closet — independence  was  a  condition  essential  to  peace. 

The  cause  of  this  dirTerenco  between  the  revolution  of  1G88  and  the 
Kevolution  of  1776  is,  that  while  in  1776  the  movement  sprang  from  the 
people,  in  1688  the  people,  paralyzed  by  the  Monmouth  failure,  with  its 
consequent  butcheries  in  gross,  hung  bjick  until  all  chance  of  miscarriage 

*  See  iH/ra,  i  113. 
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was  over.  The  contrast  iu  the  attitude  towanls  foreigu  aid  is,  in  this 
view,  peculiarly  marked.  The  Aiuericau  Revolution  was,  so  far  as  the  con- 
quest of  the  interior  was  concerned,  decided  by  the  evacuation  of  Boston 
and  by  the  battles  of  Trenton  and  Saratoga  before  foreign  aid  arrived. 
In  England  William  III  had  with  him,  down  to  the  period  when  James  IFs 
fate  was  decided,  scarcely  any  troops  but  Dutch.  The  Kevolution,  also, 
of  1776  was  resisted  by  the  crown  with  all  the  powers  it  could  sum- 
mon. The  ci own  had  with  it  the  great  body  of  the  English  people; 
its  best  generals  were  employed  in  the  service  and  its  best  troops;  and 
when  these  could  not  be  had  in  suflicient  abundance,  the  comparatively 
exhaustlcss  funds  of  the  treasury  were  used  to  bring  mercenary  sol- 
diers to  their  aid.*  By  these  armies  sanguinary  battles  were  fought; 
and  even  when  it  became  evident  that  the  country  could  not  be  subju- 
gated by  force,  yet  the  crown  persisted  for  more  than  three  years  in 
the  attempt,  lavishing  blood  and  treasure,  each  fresh  expenditure  of 
which  was  an  additional  obstacle  to  reconciliation. 

It  18  true  that  Hutchinson  and  other  refugees  were  assiduous  iu 
whispering  in  the  royal  ear  that  the  lojalty  of  the  great  body  of  the 
American  people  was  unshaken.  When,  however,  British  armies  trav- 
ersed the  country  this  loyalty  was  found  to  be  without  appreciable 
military  or  i)olitic}U  weight.  Scarcely  a  recruit  could  be  drawn  from 
the  interior  by  the  British  generals  when  in  occupation  of  Boston,  New 
York,  Philadelphia,  and  Charleston;  and  when  Cornwallis  selected 
what  were  called  the  loyalist  regions  of  the  CaroHnas  for  his  last  civm- 
paigii,  he  found,  as  he  tells  us,  that  those  loyalists  gave  him  no  aid. 
On  the  other  hand,  no  popular  uprising  greeted  William  III  on  his 
arrival,  nor  even  on  his  occupation  of  London.  This  torpor  of  the 
English  people  at  that  great  revolution,  and  the  faint  heartedness  and 
double  dealing  of  the  English  statesmen  who  took  part  in  tbe  revolu- 
tion, may  be  explained  by  the  political  skepticism  which  the  prior  thirty 
years  had  genenated.  There  were  few  mature  politicians  in  1G88  who 
bad  not  seen  Charles  II  welcomed  back  with  ujiroiviious  delight  to  tbe 
same  city  which  had  sent  forth  its  best  citizens  to  till  the  .armies  by 
whom  Charles  I  had  been  humbled;  who  had  not  seen  high  professions 
of  liberalism  disgraced  in  tbe  fifth-monarcby  men  by  fanatical  uproar; 
in  CromwelFs  case,  by  absolutist  usurpation  ;  in  Monk's  case,  by  a  base 
surrender  to  Stuart  bribes.  They  had  seen  [)olitical  i)rincii)les  treated 
as  a  ridiculous  fiction  by  the  court  of  Gluirles  11,  and  they  bad  seen 

•  Iu  Lowoirs Hessians  in  tlio  Rovolntion  (Now  York,  IB^'1, 1500),  the  totivl  nuinbor  of 
Qonnaii  soldiers  sent  by  Gnmt  nritaiii  to  Ainorica  duiing  the  Kovolutiou  was  21),807. 
Of  theso  17,313  retariiod,  1,200  fli(ul  from  woiuhIh,  0,554  died  from  illness  and  acci<l«nt, 
and  5,000  deserted.  **  For  the  sorvicos  of  those  mou  England  paid  in  lovy-mouey  and 
subsidies  to  the  princes  more  than  £t,770,000  sterling.  This  was  iu  addition  to 
tlie  pay  of  the  sohliers  and  to  all  oxpdnsos  except  those  of  recruiting  and  equipment." 
{Id.t  283.)  Ou  the  other  hand,  the  laud  force  which  William  III  carried  with  him  to 
England  in  October,  l()S8,  consisted  of  4,000  horse  and  10,000  foot  soldiers ;  less  than 
half  the  force  sout  over  by  Georgo  III  ninety  years  afterwards  to  subjugate  America. 
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Jainos  II  put  down  with  savage  craelty  a  popular  uprising  which, 
however  uu worthy  may  have  been  Monmouth,  who  led  it,  had  its 
impulse  in  part  in  a  well-founded  sense  of  despotic  oppression.  It  is 
not  strange  that  those  who  had  seen  the  success  of  Oromwell,  the  suc- 
cess of  Charles  II,  the  success  of  James  II  in  the  Monmouth  rebellion, 
should,  if  in  the  ranks  of  people  undistinguished  by  political  rank, 
have  waited  the  course  of  events  before  declaring  themselves  on  Will- 
iam's side;  or  that  political  leaders,  dishonorable  as  such  a  course  was, 
should  have  tried  to  keep  in  fftvor  with  the  Stuarts  even  when  acting 
as  William's  advisers.  But  as  explanatory  of  the  contrast  offered  by 
the  revolution  of  I77G,  we  must  remember  that  the  stream  of  English 
liberalism,  which  became  bold  in  conception  during  the  Reformation, 
and  heroic  iu  temper  under  Elizabeth,  reached  America  before  it  had 
lost  its  freshness  and  force,  as  it  did  in  England  by  its  passage  through 
an  era  successively  marked  by  the  extravagancies  of  the  Eump  Parlia- 
ment, by  the  self  constituted  absolutism  of  Cromwell,  by  the  profligacy 
of  Charles  IT,  by  the  brutal  despotism  of  James  II.  The  leaders  of  the 
American  Revolution  represented  what  was  best  and  truest  in  English 
statesmanship,  as  it  awoke  to  liberty  from  the  thraldom  of  that  Tudor 
race  which,  while  it  inspired  heroism  among  the  people,  yet  left  them 
to  achieve  for  themselves  that  liberty  which  heroism  sooner  or  later 
will  win. 

^"Rry*poWcy  "«I"i  *"»iJt"u'        §  ^'  ^^^'^^j  8<>  ^^  ^^  argucd,  cnslavcd  the  world 
loriy  tn»tot  WftihiiigtoD.       {^y  disci])liue ;  the  Gauls  liberated  it  from  Roipe's 

oppression  by  impetuous  zeal.  It  was  untutored 
impetuosity  that  enabled  a  few  farmers  to  drive  back  British  regulars 
at  Lexington,  and  half-armed  militia  to  hurl  back  the  British  onset  at 
Bunker  Hill.  The  reply  was  that  Rome  succumbed  to  her  own  ener- 
vation, and  that  if  the  untutored  farmers  who  drove  back  tlie  invaders 
at  Lexington  and  the  half  armed  militia  who  defended  Bunker  Hill 
had  been  properly  armed,  and  if  the  impetuosity  they  undoubtedly 
showed  had  been  put  under  discipline,  diil'used  and  made  permanent 
by  proper  enlistments  and  supplied  with  adequate  arms,  the  British 
army  at  Boston  would  in  a  few  weeks  have  been  forced  to  capitulate 
and  the  war  brought  to  an  early  close.  But  this  reply  was  listened  to  by 
the  very  able  and  devoted  men  to  whom  it  was  addressed  but  coldly, 
and  even  until  the  war  closed  they  maintained  the  superiority  of  what 
they  called  the  *'  militia"  system, as  distinguished  from  the  "  regular." 
And  after  the  war  was  over  Richard  II.  Lee,  who,  with  Samuel  Adams, 
had  led  the  advocates  of  a  purely  "  militia"  policy,  argued,  with  an  earn- 
estness so  solemn  as  to  be  beyond  question,  that,  even  to  defend  our 
frontiers  against  an  invader  or  against  Indians,  ''a  standing  army" 
would  be  a  "  horrid  evil,"  iu  which  no  good  citizen  should  acquiesce.* 

*  K.  I(.  Leo  to  Mourue ;  1  naacroft's  Uist.  of  Couatitution,  337. 
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On  the  other  hand,  Washington,  who,  to  a  judgment  singularly  clear, 
fair,  oompreheusive,  and  dispassionate,  united  a  knowledge  of  military 
dnty  in  America  8ui>erior  to  that  of  any  one  in  the  service^  took,  as  to 
the  campaigns  he  was  to  conduct,  the  following  positions : 

(d)  A  war  each  as  that  in  wliioh  tbe  Uuitod  States  had  entered  could  not  be  bub- 
tained  by  an  army  made  up  of  militia  or  of  temporary  volunteers.  The  enlistments 
must  be  for  tbe  war. 

(6)  A  legislative  body,  from  its  difllculty  in  preserving  secrecy,  from  tbe  multiplicity 
of  its  business,  from  its  fluctuating  membership,  fi'om  its  necessary  unacquaintance 
with  the  rules  of  war,  is  not  competent  to  plan  campaigns  or  to  make  military  appoint- 
ments. These  functions  should  bo  vested  in  the  chief  magistrate  of  the  common- 
wealth, or,  if  there  be  no  chief  magistrate,  in  the  commandcr-in>ohief. 

(o)  Military  service  is  a  profession  and  business,  for  whicli  there  should  be  due  train- 
ing and  due  support.  Hence,  in  addition  to  the  conditions  of  good  training,  officers 
and  soldiers  should  be  well  paid,  well  clothed,  and  shouhl  have  the  security  given 
them  of  pensions  when  the  war  closet). 

{d)  War  is  not  determined  by  collision  of  men  on  a  battle-field.  One  thousand  men 
behind  breastworks  may  be  more  than  a  match  for  five  thousand  men  attacking  such 
breastworks.  Then,  even  on  an  open  plaiu,  skill  in  distributing  and  applying  forces 
and  confidence  in  the  commander  may  counterbalance  a  vast  preponderance  of  num- 
bers on  the  other  side. 

The  first  three  of  these  conditions  Washington  declared  to  be  essen- 
tial to  the  success  of  the  Revolution,  and  he  was  entitled  to  speak  on 
the  subject,  not  merely  because  he  was  coramandcrinchief,  elected 
unanimously  as  such,  not  merely  because  of  his  superior  wisdom  and 
experience,  but  because  of  his  disinterestedness  and  unselfish  patriot- 
ism. It  was  known  that  ho  refused  any  compenBation  for  his  services; 
DO  one  entered  into  his  presence  without  feeling  that  the  vulgar  ambition 
of  power  as  such  never  found  entrance  in  his  pure  and  majestic  nature. 
Nor  did  he  seek  to  exercise  an}-  authority  whicli  Conji^rcss  did  not  bestow 
on  him;  nor  did  the  contingency  of  an  assumption  on  his  part  of  su- 
preme power  seem  to  him  as  even  witliiii  the  range  of  contemplation. 
What  he  a^ked  was  that  Congress  should  provide  for  the  enlistment  of 
an  army  for  the  war;  that,  while  re-allirming  its  supremacy,  Congress 
Bhonld  vest  the  nominations  of  at  least  general  oiTicors  in  himself;  that 
not  merely  military  training  and  duo  pay  should  be  provided  for,  but 
that  a  pension  system  should  bo  established  and  that  he  should  be  sus- 
tained in  talking  such  precautions  in  the  way  of  entrenchment  and 
strategy  as  would  enable  him  to  make  up  for  the  enemy's  superiority  in 
military  discipline  and  machinery.* 

•  Washington's  masterly  cainpuigii  of  tlic  fall  of  1770  and  the  winter  of  177G-'77 
is  vividly  narrated  by  Mr.  Fisk  in  Mio  Ailaiitic  Montlily  for  January,  1889,  and 
the  oloud  that  hung  over  tho  country  after  tlio  capturo  of  Fort  Washington,  tlio 
defeat  of  Sullivan  and  Greene,  and  the  capture  of  CliarleH  Leo  truly  painted.  But  ''  in 
the  midst  of  the  general  dospondoncy  there  were  a  few  bravo  liearts  that  had  not  yet 
begun  to  d(  spair,  and  tho  bravest  of  those  was  Washington's.  At  this  awful  inomont 
the  whole  future  of  America  and  of  all  that  America  signifies  to  the  world  rested  on  that 
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tbo  ceutralization  of  executive  power  iu  au  ex- 
ectuive,  and  tbo  application  to  war  of  tbe  rules  of  science  as  modified 
by  our  national  conditions,  is  bere  noticed,  because  it  was  tbe  same 
policy  wbicb  was  urged  by  statesmen  of  tlie  '<  constructive"  school  in 
referouco  to  finance  and  dii>lomacy.  Hence  it  was,  as  we  will  next  seOi 
tliat  tbis  policy  was  opi>osed  in  Congress  on  very  nincb  tbe  same  grounds 
in  reference  to  war  as  it  was  in  reference  to  finance  and  diplomacy. 

^  w^n'^tJi  *'P'^*"*'''  ^        §  11-  1"  Congress  tbe  opposition  to  tbis  policy 

was  manifested  at  an  early  period,  and  was  often 
so  strong  as  to  put  grave  obstacles  in  the  way  of  tbe  maintenance  of 
the  war.  At  tbe  very  outset  was  encountered  the  position  that  Con- 
gress must  retain  in  its  band  supreme  authority  in  every  sphere.  This 
position  was  defended  with  persistent  energy  by  Samuel  Adams  and 
by  Lovell,*  sustained  by  most  of  tbe  New  England  delegates^  and  by 
llicbard  II.  Lee  with  bis  immediate  friends,  t 

As  the  sessions  of  Congress  were  secret,  we  have  to  judge  cf  tbe  pro- 
ceedings of  its  members  in  tbis  relation  by  information  ontside  of  its 
/records.  Tbis  information,  as  far  as  attainable,  will  be  now  noticed j 
and  tbe  inquiry  is  entered  into  on  account  not  only  of  its  intrinsio  in- 
terest, but  of  the  light  it  throws  on  the  attacks  made  by  tbe  same  par- 
ties on  the  same  grounds  on  tbe  diplomatic  policy  of  Franklin. 

It  was  at  York,  Pennsylvania,  in  tbe  winter  of  1777-^78,  when  Howe 
was  at  Philadelphia  and  Washington  at  Valley  Forge,  that  tbe  antag- 

siiiglo  Titanic  will.  Crnol  dofont,  and  yet  more  cruol  treoobery,  onongh  to  have  crushed 
the  Btrungost,  could  not  crash  Washington.  All  the  lion  in  him  was  aroosed,  and  his 
powerful  nature  was  aglow  with  passionate  resolve.  His  keen  eye  already  saw  tbo 
elcuiouts  of  weakness  in  Howe's  too  careless  disposition  of  his  forces  on  the  east  bank 
of  the  Delaware,  and  he  hod  already  planned  for  his  antagonist  such  a  Christmas  greet- 
ing as  lie  little  expected.  *  *  *  Tims  in  a  brief  campaign  of  three  weeks  Wash- 
ington bad  rallied  tbe  fragments  of  a  defeated  and  broken  army,  fongbt  two  success- 
ful battles,  taken  nearly  two  thousand  prisoners,  and  recovered  tbe  State  of  Kew 
Jersey.  •  *  «  Lord  Cornwallis  w:is  no  mean  antagonist,  and  no  one  was  a  better 
judge  of  what  a  commander  might  be  expected  to  do  with  a  given  stock  of  resources. 
His  surprise  at  tbe  Assuupiuk  wos  so  great  that  ho  never  got  over  it.  After  the 
surrender  at  Yorktown  bis  lordship  expressed  to  Washington  his  generous  admiration 
for  the  wonderful  skill  wbicb  bad  suddenly  hurled  an  army  four  hundred  miles,  from 
tbe  Hudson  River  to  tbo  Jauicp,  with  such  precision  and  deadly  eJEfeot.  'But  after 
all,'  be  added,  'your  excellency's  achievements  in  New  Jersey  were  such  that  nothing 
could  surpass  tboui.'" 

*  Lovoll's  antagoninni  to  Washington,  as  well  as  to  Franklin,  was  the  subject  of 
notice  by  both  Qerard  and  Luzerne.  Ev^n  after  the  defeat  at  Camden,  Lovell  cou- 
tinned  to  press  GaUiti'  promotion  to  chief  command.  (See  also  intercepted  letters  of 
Lovell  in  Rivingtou's  Gazette  for  December,  1780,  and  January,  1781 ;  noticed  in  1 
Life  of  Qerry,  340, 34'J.)  In  1781  8.  Adams  urged  tbe  election'of  Gates  as  Secretary  of 
War.    (Greene's  Life  of  Greene,  7,  33 ;  I  Reed's  Life  of  Reed,  433. ) 

tSee,  OS  to  the  nature  of  tbis  combination,  infra,  $  156.    f^'or  a  statement  as  to  R 
H.  Lee's  antagonism  to  Washington,  see  Massachusetts  Centinel  of  January  6,  1788, 
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ouisui  to  Washington  oulmiuated.    Of  this  oriHis  L^  Fayetto,  hi  bis 
M6uioiTeB,  publisboil  in  1837,  tbus  speaks : 


tii 


Qoies  6(ait  ik  YorktowD,  oil  il  on  impoeaii, parson  ton,  scs  promcssctt  cl  ses  connuis- 
sauces  eniopteunes.  Parnii  Ics  d6put<te  qui  s'unireut  h  hu,  on  tlistingiia  Ics  Lccs, 
virginieiM,  cunouiis  do  WashiugtoOj  ot  loe  deux  Adams."  ( 1  Mdinoirus  du  La  I'^ayotlo, 
38;  1  BandaU's  Joffonon,  148.) 

Tbis  iMiSsago,  and  tbo  coutcxty  aro  tbus  translated  by  Sparks  from  tbo 
original  uiauuscript  as  iusi)octed  by  bini  when  on  a  visit  at  La  Grange, 
and  is  preserved  ia  mauuseript  in  volume  32  of  tbo  Sparks  Papers  at 
Harvard  Library : 

''  Gatos  was  at  Yorktown.  Among  tlio  dopntios  who  united  thouisel vcs  to  liiia  wuro 
(IioLoes,  of  Virginia,  enemies  of  Washington,  aud  tho  two  Adaiiietos,  rigid  rrpiiblicniiSi 
but  better  qmalifitd  to  overthrow  thun  huUd  vp,  Mifflin,  qiiiirtomuuitcr-gcncral,  added 
to  this  party  his  talents  aud  hrilliant  eloquence.  It  was  necessuiy  for  tlieiu  to  have 
a  spoiled  child  (im  OH/ant  perdu),  aud  thoy  took  Conway,  who  believe<l  hiiuself  (lie 
head  of  tho  party.  •  •  *  The  iNM>xde  are  attached  to  fortunate  generals,  aud  tho 
commander-in-chief  had  not  been  such.  His  person  inspired  respeet  aud  even  love, 
but  his  best  friends — Oreonc,  Hamilton,  Knox — were  defamed,  aud  the  toiirs  foiueuted 
the  discontent.  The  presidency  of  the  department  of  war,  ereutc<l  for(JatcH,  restrained 
tlio  powers  of  the  general.  This  was  not  all.  A  committee  of  Cungn^wi  canto  to  the 
camp  (at  Volley  Forgo),  and  it  was  oven  proposed  to  attacic  Philudelpliia.  It  is  le- 
tnarkable  that  in  reality  Gates  was  not  tho  object  of  the  intrigue.  Altliougli  a  good 
oilicer,  he  liad  not  the  means  to  sustain  himself,  and  he  would  have  had  to  give  place 
to  the  famous  General  Lee,  then  a  prisoner  to  tho  Englisli.'^ 

Ou  December  30, 1777,  La  Fayette  wrote  to  Washington  as  follows : 

"There  aro  open  dissensions  in  Cougross;  parties  wlio  Iialo  one  anoMier  as  niucli  as 
tlie  eonnuou  enemy ;  men  who,  wilhout  knowing  anything  about  war,  niub^rtnko  to  judge 
you  and  to  make  ridieulcms  eouipari^ous.  They  are  iiifaliiatcd  with  (talcs.  wUIiohI 
ihinkbtg  of  the  difference  of  circnmntanccSf  and  believing  that  atlacking  is  the  only  thing 
nece»9ar}f  to  conquer,**^ 

Irving,  in  bis  Life  of  Wasbington  (vol.  3,  p.  3  KJ),  gives  the  following 
statement  from  William,  son  of  John  Jay: 

''Shortly  before  the  death  of  John  Adams  I  was  sitting  aloDo  witli  my  father,  eon- 
versing  about  theAmerieaJi  Uovolutiou.  Suddenly  ho  remarked,  'All,  Williaui,  the 
history  of  that  Uovolutiou  will  never  bo  known.  Nobody  now  alive  knowHitbut 
John  Adams  and  myself.'  Surprised  at  such  a  declaration,  1  nskrd  bim  to  what  he 
referred,  lie  brieily  replie<l,  'The  proceedings  of  the  old  Coiij^resH.'  Again  I  in- 
quired, *What  procoedingsr  He  answered,  'Those  against.  W.-usbingtoii.  From 
lirst  to  last  there  was  a  most  bitter  party  against  bini.'  As  tbo  old  CongrcBs  always 
mat  with  closed  doors,  tho  public  knew  no  more  of  what  piwssnd  within  than  what  it 
'Was  deemed  oxiMHlient  to  disclose."  t 

Jefferson  was  living  attlie  time  when  these  remarks  were  made,  and 
"^vas  tberefore,  by  tlieir  terms,  exeluded  from  the  eond)inat;ioii  against 

•  1  Washington's  Writings,  4ir8. 

t The  manuscript  narrative  by  Kobert  Troup  of  tbo  cinMiniHtaneCvS  attending  the 
<li8clo8ute  of  tbo  Qates-Couway  eorrcHpoiulenco  in  1777  is  given  in  the  Sparks  Collec- 
tion in  Harvard  College,  volume  19,  part  I,  p.  20. 

lu  5  Washington's  Writings,  by  Sparks,  48:?,  are  given  several  of  the  papers  rela- 
tive to  the  "  Conway  cabal."  For  Gerard's  views,  see  infra,  $  83. 
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Washington  of  which  they  speak.    Irving,  in  commenting  on  this  pe- 
riod, says : 

*'  Wanting  oa  tho  intrignes  of  tbo  cabal  might  bo  in  plan  or  Axed  design,  they  wen 
fraught  with  mischiof  to  tho  public  servico,  inspiring  doubts  of  its  comroandera,  and 
socking  to  provoke  them  to  dcsi>craio  enterprises.  They  harassed  Washington  in  the 
latter  part  of  his  campaign,  contributed  to  tlio  dark  cloud  that  hnng  over  his  gloomy 
encauipnient  at  Valley  Forge,  and  might  have  eflfootcd  his  downfall  had  he  beoo  more 
irascible  in  his  temper,  more  at  the  mercy  of  impnlse,  and  less  firmly  Hxed  lu  the 
ancciious  of  tbe  people.  As  it  was,  they  only  tended  to  show  wherein  lay  his  surest 
strength.  Jealous  rivals  he  might  have  in  the  army,  bitter  enemios  in  Congress,  but 
the  soldiers  loved  him,  aud  the  large  heart  of  the  nation  always  beat  true  to  him.'' 

The  (listinctivo  grouping  of  the  Adamses  ami  Lees  existed,  according 
to  Glinrles  F.  Adams,  as  early  as  the  Tall  of  1775.  In  his  life  of  John 
Adams  (I  John  Adams  Works,  183)  he  says : 

*'  The  Adamses  of  Massachusetts  and  the  Lees  of  Virginia  were  the  dangerous  miaor- 
ity  who  had  all  along  aimed  at  independency,  but  whose  purposes  hod  never  been 
so  openly  exposed  as  now.  Mr.  Dickinson,  Mr.  Silas  Deauo,  and  Mr.  Jay  were  the 
exponents  of  the  majority,  and  during  the  month  of  8optcmber  the  committees,  if 
nothing  else,  show  with  tolerable  clearness  the  temper  prevailing  in  tho  body." 

In  John  Adams'  Autobiography  (ibidy  iii,  32)  it  is  said : 

''  Mr.  Samuel  Adams  and  myself  were  very  intimate  with  Mr.  (R.  II.)  Lieo,  aud  he 
agreed  perfectly  with  us  in  tbe  great  system  of  our  policy,  and  by  his  means  wo  kept 
a  majority  of  the  delegates  of  Virginia  with  us;  but  Harrison,  Pendleton,  and  some 
others  showed  their  jealousy  of  this  intimacy  ])laiuly  enough  at  times.  Harrison  con- 
ncfpiently  courted  Mr.  Hancock  and  some  others  of  our  colleagues,  but  we  bad  now 
a  majority,  aud  gave  oursulvos  no  trouble  about  their  little  iutrigues.'^* 

Mr.  Bancroft  sums  up  the  case  as  follows: 

"  In  Congress,  which  hod  already  much  degenerated  and  had  become  distracted  by 
Selfish  schemers,  there  were  signs  of  impatience  at  his  superiority,  and  an  absolute 
reluctance  to  own  that  tho  depressed  condition  of  the  country  was  due  to  their  hav- 
ing refused  to  heed  his  advice.  To  a  proposition  for  giving  him  power  to  name  gen- 
erals John  Adnnis  objected  vehemently,  saying,  'In  private  life  I  am  willing  to 
renpect  and  look  up  to  him ;  in  this  house  I  feel  myself  to  be  tho  superior  of  General 
Washington.'  Samuel  Adams  once  wrote:  *  I  have  always  been  so  very  wrong-hcailed 
as  not  to  bo  ovor>yell  pleased  with  what  is  called  the  Fabiau  war  in  America.'  The 
temper  of  the  body  is  best  shown  by  thoir  resolves  of  the  24th  of  February,  when  they 
voted  to  Washington  mere  'ideal  re-inroroeineuts,'  and  then,  after  an  earnest  debate, 
in  which  some  of  the  New  England  delegates  and  one  from  New  Jersey  showed  a 
willingness  to  insult  Lim,  they  expressed  their  'earnest  desire'  that  he  would  'not 
only  curb  and  confine  the  enomy  within  their  present  quarters,  but,  by  tbe  divine 
blessing,  totally  subdue  them  before  they  could  be  re-iuforced.'    Well  might  Wash- 

•  Jobez  (France  under  Louis  XVI,  t.  ii,  liv.  ii,)  discusses  "les  intrigues  des  amis 
do  Gates,  les  Adams,  et  les  Leo.''  So  also  Doniol,  iii,  203  ff,  (See  further,  as  to  the 
parlies  to  this  combination,  iii/ra,  $  150.) 

"Among  tho  slights  dcHignedly  put  on  Washington  at  this  time  was  Gates'  inten- 
tional omission  to  notify  him  of  Burgoyne's  capitulation,  simply  referring  to  It 
incidentally  in  a  letter  written  two  weeks  after  the  event.  Washington  was  fully 
conscious  of  this  and  other  marks  of  disrespect  by  Gatos,  Charles  Lee,  and  their  con- 
gressional friends.  'Ilefdt— he  could  but  feol—theui.'  lint 'he  evinced  his  usual 
magnanimity.'  'He  allowed  no  word  of  unworthy  complaint  to  fall  from  him."'  (6 
Mahon's  History  of  England,  193;  English  edition  18G1,  yi,  '2U3.) 
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ington  reply,  *Whai  bope  can  tbore  be  of  my  eflfocting  so  closirable  n  work  at  tbis 
time  f  Tbe  wbole  of  our  numborn  in  Now  Jer^y  fit  for  duty  is  uuder  tbree  tbousand.' 
The  absurd  paragrapb  was  carried  by  a  bare  majority,  in  wbicb  Kicbard  Henry  Lee 
brought  ap  Virginia  to  the  side  of  the  four  Eastern  States  against  tbe  two  Carolinas, 
New  Jersey,  and  Pennsylvania."    (9  Bancroft's  History  United  States,  SJ55.) 

Tbe  statements  of  La  Fayette  and  of  Jay,  as  given  above,  are  sus- 
tained by  traditions  wliicb,  thoagh  probably  not  accurate  in  detail,  yet 
rest  no  doubt  on  a  basis  of  truth.  By  a  resolution  of  Congress  of 
October  14, 1777,  two  members  were  necessary  to  entitle  a  State  to  a 
vote.  In  the  Congress  at  York,  in  the  earlier  days  of  January,  1778, 
when  the  atmosphere  was  peculiarly  dark,  of  the  five  New  York  mom. 
bers  only  two  were  present.  One  of  these  was  Francis  Lewis,  who  will 
appear  in  the  following  pages  as  an  active  member  of  the  naval  boaitl 
and  as  a  correspondent  of  Franklin.  The  other  was  William  Ducr. 
The  tradition  is  that  the  members  unfriendly  to  Washington's  pol- 
ic3',  and  desirous  of  taking  action  which  would  have  compelled  his 
resignation,  would  have  hiul  a  majority  if  New  York,  which  was  friendly 
to  Washington,  was  excluded.  It  so  happened,  so  it  is  said,  that  on 
the  eve  of  a  critical  vote  Duer  was  so  ill  that  it  was  a  serious  question 
whether  he  could  be  moved  to  the  courthouse,  where  Congress  sat. 
Against  his  physician's  advice  he  determined  to  attend  the  session; 
and  he  was  in  a  litter  for  this  purpose  when  Gouverneur  Morris,  a  third 
Now  York  member,  opportunely  arrived.  This  enabled  the  vote  of  New 
York  to  be  counted  against  the  proposed  measure  hostile  to  Washing- 
ton, and  it  was  consequently  withdrawn.  Such  is  the  outline  of  a  nar- 
rative given  in  substantially  the  same  terms  in  the  Life  of  Francis 
Lewis,  by  his  granddaughter,  and  in  Dunlap's  History  of  New  York.* 
By  Dunlap,  General  Morgan  Lewis  (then  Colonel  Lewis  and  one  of  the 
sUilT  of  General  Gates,  who  Jirrived  at  York  with  Gouverneur  Morris) 
is  given  as  authority  for  the  narrative;  the  report  in  the  Life  of  Lewis 
rests  on  family  tradition. 

The  date  of  the  arrival  of  Gouverneur  Morris  is  fixed  in  the  following 
extract  from  an  instructive  letter  on  this  topic  from  Mr.  Stone,  librarian 
of  the  Historical  Society  of  Pennsylvania: 

"Goavorneor  Morris  took  liifl  eoat  in  Congress  on  January  20, 1778.  Duer  was  pres- 
ent in  Congress  on  the  15t1)  and  again  on  tlio  31st,  the  onl}'  days  hctwoon  Miose  dates 
on  which  votes  are  recorded  in  tlio  printed  journals.  Ho  may  liavo  been  sick  or  not. 
The  evidence  is  not  satisfactory.  Tlie  manuscript  diary  of  the  Moravian  churcli  at 
Ucthlehcm  contains  the  following:  'January  4.  Lewis  Morris,  a  delegate  from  New 
York,  passed  thro'.'  Now,  as  Lewis  Morris  retired  from  Congress  in  1777,  this uudouht- 
cdly  was  his  brother,  Oouveriiour,  on  his  way  to  York.  Tlio  same  authority,  under 
date  of  the  9th,  records  :  *  Gen.  Gates  .ind  family  arrived  this  evening  from  Albany, 
on  their  way  to  York  Town.  (They  loft  on  tho  9.)'  Under  date  of  January  10,  1778, 
Christopher  Marshall,  who  was  at  Lancaster,  recorded  in  his  diary :  '  Came  Capt. 
Markoe,  who  said  that  John  Honczot  was  just  come  to  town,  who  left  General  Gates 
yesterday  at  Nazareth.'  On  the  14fch  ho  writes:  *  News  that  General  Gates  went  to 
Congress  yesterday.'    You  S(^o  hero  is  good  evidence  that  Gates  and  his  family,  of 

•  1  Life  of  F.  Lewis,  45;  2  Dnnlap's  History  of  Now  XovV,  Vi•^, 
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which  Colonel  Morris  was  a  meinbor,  and  Qouvornear  Morris  were  all  on  Iheir  way 
towards  York  a  few  days  before  the  latter  took  his  seat  in  Congress.  Allowing  for 
the  detention  at  the  ferry,  on  account  of  the  ice  in  the  river,  they  must  have  arrived 
at  York  about  the  20th.'' 

Such  being  the  dates,  the  question  tlien  arises  as  to  what  action  hos- 
tile to  Washington  was  contemplated  at  that  [)eriod.  Of  the  particakir 
oilensive  motion  there  would  be  no  record,  as  it  was  withdittwn,  and  It 
was  not  customary  to  preserve  in  the  aroliives  withdrawn  motions.  Of 
the  debates  also  or  of  any  action  of  Congress  at  that  time  except  in 
respect  to  reports,  to  instructions,  or  to  votes,  there  is  no  record;  and 
so  strictly  was  secrecy  maintained,  that  even  in  the  letters  of  members 
to  their  friends  it  is  frequently  in  those  days  stated  that  they  were  pro- 
hibited by  the  injunction  from  detailing  what  took  place.  But  there  is 
enough,  aside  from  the  statements  of  La  Fayette  and  Jay,  to  show 
that  there  was  then  in  Congress  a  large  party,  sometimes  making  np  a 
majority,  opposed  to  the  policy  of  Washington,  and  disposed  to  over- 
rule if  not  to  dex)ose  him. 

<)n  November  7,  1777,  Congress,  sitting  at  York,  Pennsylvania, 
elected  a  continental  board  of  war,  consisting  of  Miiliin,  Robert  U.  Har- 
rison, and  Pickering.  Uarrison  declined  the  appointment.  On  Novem- 
ber 24, 1777,  it  was  resolved  to  appoint  two  additional  commissioners, 
upon  which  General  Gates,  Colonel  Joseph  Trumbull,  and  Bichartl 
(afterwards  Judge)  Peters  were  elected  to  fill  the  posts  thus  vacant 
On  January  10,  1778,  it  was  resolved  that  three  members  of  Congress, 
together  with  three  members  of  the  board  of  war,  "be  appointed  a  com- 
mittee to  repair  to  General  Washington's  headquarters,  svs  soon  as  may 
be,  and,  in  concert  with  him,  to  form  and  execute  a  plan  for  reducing 
the  number  of  battalions,  etc. ;  *  *  *  to  recommend  to  Congress  the 
necessary  appointments  of  general  officers ;  to  remove  oilicers  in  the  civil 
departments  of  the  army  for  misconduct,  negligence,  or  incompetency, 
and  to  appoint  others  in  their  room  until  the  pleasure  of  Congress  can  be 
known ;  to  remove  all  just  causes  of  complaint  relative  to  rank,  confin- 
ing it  as  nearly  as  possible  to  the  miliUiry  line;  •  •  •  and  in  gen- 
eral to  adoj)t  such  other  measures  as  they  shall  judge  necessary  for 
introducing  economy  and  promoting  discipline  and  good  morals  in  the 
army ;  the  members  of  Congress  chosen:  Mr.  Dana,  Mr.  Head,  and  Mr. 
Folsom."  On  January  12  Congress  elected  as  members  of  the  board  of 
war,  to  join  the  committee  above  stated,  General  Gates,  General  Mifflin, 
and  Colonel  Pickering.  Mr.  Ilarvie  was  elected  on  the  same  day  an  addi- 
tional member  of  the  committee.  Of  the  attachment  of  Ilarvie,  who 
wiui  one  of  the  Virginia  delegates  to  Wiishington,  there  can  be  no  ques- 
tion. The  same  may  bo  said  of  George  liead,  of  Delaware.  As  to  the 
other  members  of  the  committee  the  following  observations  may  be 
made: 

Mifllin,  though  holding  friendly  personal  relations  with  Washington, 
and  though  afterwards,  when  governor  of  Pennsylvania,  at  the  time  of  the 
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whisky  insurreotioti,  resolato  in  the  support  ho  gave  Washiugton,  was 
in  1777  unqaestionably  opposed  to  vesting  in  Washington  those  pow- 
ers necessary  to  the  perforiuauce  of  his  duties  i\s  commander-in-chief. 

Of  Dana  we  shall  have  something  to  say  hereafter.*  Qis  action  in 
Congress  in  1777  and  his  correspondence  with  Samuel  and  John  Adams 
at  that  period  show  how  attached  he  was  to  their  distinctive  views 
and  how  he  shared  the  horror  they  then  felt  of  executive  authority,  no 
matter  what  might  be  the  shape  it  assumed.  A  strong  believer  also 
in  the  power  of  untutored  impetuosity  in  war  as  well  as  diplomacy,  he 
was,  like  Samuel  Adams,  peculiaily  restive  of  the  <^  Fabianism"  of 
Washington.  To  Folsom,  a  Kew  JLlampahire  member,  the  same  gen- 
eral position  may  be  assigned,  if  we  can  judge  from  his  votes  on  the 
questions  arising  at  this  period.  The  New  England  members,  it  should 
bo  added,  felt  at  this  time,  not  unnaturally,  aggrieved  at  certain  expres- 
sions used  by  Washington  in  a  letter  of  August  2G,  1775,  to  Richard 
H.  Lee,  strongly  censuring  the  conduct  of  the  troops  and  officers  of 
New  England  at  that  period;  and  though  these  and  simihir  utterances 
sprang  from  temporary  disorders  of  which  Washington  had  just  cause  to 
complain,  and  though  they  were  afterwards  followed  by  hearty  words  of 
confidence,  yet  falling  as  they  did,  at  least  in  substance,  into  the  hands 
of  Samuel  Adams  and  his  friends,  they  produced  an  alienation  which 
it  took  many  mouths  and  many  political  changes  to  recover  from. 
Written,  as  was  the  letter  of  August  20,  1775,  to  liichard  n.  Lee,  it 
might  as  well,  so  far  as  its  effect  was  coucerned,  have  been  written  to 
Samuel  Adams,  so  close  wius  their  intimacy. 

Joseph  Trumbull,  a  son  of  Governor  Jonathan  Trumbull  the  elder, 
was  the  first  commissary-gcnenil  of  the  United  StJites  army.  This  post 
lie  resigned  August  21,  1777.  In  October,  1777,  he  was  appointed  one 
of  the  five  commissioners  of  the  board  of  war.  lie  died  in  July,  1799. 
He  W5US  brother  to  Jonathan  Trumbull  (the  2d),  who  was  paymaster  in 
the  northern  department  of  the  army  until  1780,  when  he  became  sec- 
retary to  Washington.  After  the  adoption  of  the  federal  constitution 
he  was  successively  a  member  of  the  federal  House  of  Kepreseutatives 
and  Senate,  and  was  for  several  years  governor  of  Oonnecticut.  In  1777 
he  was  strongly  attached  to  Gates  and  dissatislicd  with  Washington; 
and  the  family  correspondence,  now  in  possesssion  of  the  Massachusetts 
Ilisf^rical  Society,  leads  to  the  conclusion  that  his  opinion  in  this 
respect  was  shared  by  his  brother  Joseph,  the  member  of  the  board  of 
war.  It  is  proper  to  add  that  with  Jonathan  (the  2d)  this  prejudice 
against  Washington  afterwards  gave  way  to  aifection  and  veneration. 

Peters  and  Pickering  remained  active  members  of  the  board.  To 
Peters,  a  staunch  friend  of  Washington,  Pickering,  on  January  21, 1811, 
then  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  addressed  a  letter,  in  which  he 
goes  into  great  detail,  for  the  purpose  of  establisliing  the  opinion  of 

•  Ii{fraf  $  1(W  ff.    Soo  also  indox,  titlu  Dnim. 
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WasliiugtoD's  incompetoncy  as  coinmander-io  chief,  viudicatiug  thereby 
his  action  in  1777  adverse  to  Washington.  <'I  joined  the  main  ariny," 
so  says  Pickering,  ''as  adjataut-genenil,  in  the  middle  of  Jane,  1777. 
In  less  tlian  three  months  after  happened  the  battle  of  Brandy  wine,"  a 
battle  which  he  describes  in  detail^  making  it  appecir  that  Washington, 
although  on  the  field,  let  the  battle  tiake  care  of  itself.  On  September 
IG,  according  to  Pickering,  the  question  of  further  retreat  came  up,  and 
as  to  this  he  thus  speaks : 

''  Having  been  with  the  army  just  three  months,  and  in  that  time  not 
having  found  it  possible  to  accost  the  general  with  ease  (although  I 
could  converse  without  difficulty  and  freely  with  every  other  general 
otliccr)  and  being  naturally  diffident,  you  will  imagine  how  urgent  was 
the  occasion  when  1  could  address  him  in  this  language:  'Sir,  tlie 
advancing  of  the  British  is  manifest  by  the  reports  of  the  musketry. 
The  order  of  battle  is  not  completed.  If  we  are  to  fight  the  enemy 
on  this  ground  the  troops  ought  to  be  immediately  atxanged.  If  we 
are  to  take  the  high  grounds  on  the  other  side  of  the  valley  we  ought 
to  mnrch  immediately,  or  the  enemy  may  fall  upon  us  in  the  midst  of 
our  movements.  Pray^  sir,  decide.^  '  Let  us  move,'  was  the  general's 
instant  answer.  You  may  see  this  passage  on  the  27th  page  of  my  letter 
of  April  22,  1808,  to  Governor  Sullivan,  of  which  I  sent  you  a  cop3', 
excepting  the  three  emphatical  words  which  concluded  my  short  but 
e:irncst  address;  for,  after  I  had  written  the  words  'Pray,  sir,  decide,' 
I  struck  them  out,  as  they  so  strongly  marked  the  general's  want  of 
decision.  Hence  the  printed  letter  appears  without  them."  Ue  goes 
on  to  say  that  although  he  had  entered  the  army  with  '^an  exalted 
opinion  of  Gener<'\l  Washington's  military  talents,"  he  had  at  that  time, 
just  before  the  retreat  to  Valley  Forge,  not  only  seen  nothing  to  "sup- 
port" that  opinion,  but  that  "my  opinion  was  exceedingly  lowered. 
For  on  the  11th  of  September,  in  the  time  of  action,  the  general  for  the 
most  part  appeared  more  like  a  passive  spectator  than  the  commanding 
general ;  and  on  the  IGth  was  manifested  the  dangerous  indecision 
above  stated."  Of  the  skirmish  at  White  Marsh,  "in  the  beginning  of 
Docenil>cr,"  Pickering  gives  a  detailed  account,  the  salient  feature  of 
wliich  is  that  the  general  asked  him  wliether  it  was  "  best  to  re-enforce 
Morgan  or  not;"  upon  which  "instantly  I  answered  in  the  negative, 
giving  reasons,  and  then  *  That  is  true,'  was  the  general's  reply.  After 
skirmishing  with  Morgan's  corps  and  the  advanced  guards  the  enemy 
retired." 

As  further  sustaining  the  propriety  of  the  conclusions  to  which  lie 
then  arrived,  Pickering  gives  as  a  closing  proof  a  conversation  between 
himself  and  Washington  at  the  siege  of  Yorktown,  in  which  he  virtually 
charged  Washington  with  not  knowing  what  investment  of  a  fortified 
place  meant,  and  witli  recklesvsly  exposing  his  men  in  such  an  invest- 
ment. To  this  charge,  according  to  Pickering,  "the  General  made  no 
reply,"  and  on  this  we  have  Pickering's  comment,  as  follows:  "This 
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was  the  seveDth  year  of  the  war,  and  yet  it  is  certain  that  the  general 
had  not  then  formed  any  distinct  idea  of  the  investment  of  a  fortified 
place."  That  these  were  Pickering's  deliberate  views  api>ears  not  only 
from  the  care  shown  in  the  original  letter  to  Peters,  from  which  the  al>ove 
is  taken,  bat  from  the  fact  that  a  copy  of  the  letter,  with  only  slight  varia- 
tionsy  was  preserved^  evidently  for  the  publication,  which  it  afterwards 
received.*  These  passages  are  cited,  not  because  Pickering's  judgment 
on  military  matters  is  entitled  to  the  slightest  weight,  but  because  they 
show  the  position  taken  by  the  opponents  of  Washington  in  the  con- 
gressional committee  of  1777-'78. 

Taking  into  consideration,  therefore,  the  attitude  of  the  committee  on 
military  affairs  as  originally  apx)oiiited,  we  can  understand  why  it  was 
that  the  friends  of  Washington  should  have  looked  upon  the  conse- 
quences of  its  action  with  grave  uneasiness.  If  Pickering's  views,  held 
by  him  as  they  undoubtedly  were  with  his  customary  tenacity,  had 
prevailed,  Washington  would  have  been  piit  in  a  position  in  which  the 
only  alternatives  were  resignation  or — disastrous  as  would  have  been 
the  precedent,  and  repugnant  as  it  would  have  been  to  Washington — 
an  appeal  to  the  army  and  the  people  at  large. 

The  arrival  of  Gates  at  York  at  this  very  crisis  tends  to  sustain  the 
Lewis  tradition,  since  it  is  not  unlikely  that  when  one  side  summoned 
Gouveneur  Morns  for  the  emergency,  the  other  side  would  have  sum« 
moned  Gkites. 

Mifflin  was  known  in  1777  to  be  among  those  who  thought  it  would 
be  better  that  Washington  should  be  superseded  by  a  more  adventu- 
rous general.  Yet  in  the  fall  of  1777  wo  find  liichard  U.  Lee  urging 
Mifliin  to  accept  a  seat  in  the  board  of  war,  to  which  he  had  been 
just  elected,  and  in  which  his  disafToction  to  Washington  would  be  pe- 
culiarly potent. 

Shortl}"^  after  the  appointment  of  the  committee  above  noticed, 
when  the  impropriety  of  putting  Mifliin  on  such  a  committee  was  urged, 
those  so  objecting  were  sneered  at  by  Lovell,  a  leading  Miissachusetts 
delegate,  as  "devotees  of  Fabius,"!  and  Lovcll,  Jis  we  have  seen,  un- 
questionably desired  to  see  Washington  superseded  by  Gates.  By  the 
same  parties  Conway's  cause  was  sustained  in  1777  with  some  proba- 
bility of  success,!  though  on  June  7, 1778,  Conway,  when  attending  the 
session  of  Congress  after  the  failure  of  the  plot  above  mentioned,  writes 
to  Gates: 

"My  rocoptioD,  you  may  imagiiio,  was  not  a  warm  ouo.  I  must  excopt  Mr.  jSamnel 
Adams,  Colouol  Richard  Iloiiry  I^co,  and  a  few  others,  who  aro  attached  to  you,  but 
who  can  not  oppose  the  current."^ 

*  2  Pickering's  Life,  by  Uphani,  a3-87. 

t  LoveU  to  8.  Adams,  Jan.  21,  1780,  IJancroft,  MSS.     LovolPs  opposition  to  Waah- 
iiif^ton  is  noticed  at  the  beginning  of  this  section. 
t  Oner's  Life  of  Sterling,  183  /. 
$  I  Sparks'  Life  of  0.  Morris,  109.     See  2  Greene's  Life  of  Oroeno,  39. 
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In  March,  1777,  Oeueral  Oharlos  Lee,  then  a  prisoner  in  New  York, 
entered  into  a  traitorous  correspondence  with  the  British  anthorities. 
His  perfidy,  which  was  suspected,  Hamilton  tells  us,  by  those  who  wit- 
nessed his  subsequent  misconduct  at  Monmouth,  he  Kought  to  cover  ap 
by  violent  public  denunciations  of  Washington.*  Yet  on  September 
12,  1778,  we  find  Dr.  William  Shippen  writing  to  his  brother-in-law, 
Richard  H.  Lee,  as  follows : 

'*  Wo  wroto  sovoral  lottoreto  yon  ou  Qon oral  [Clinrles]  Loo's  si tnatioii,  Informing 
you  tbat  thoro  aro  many  vory  good  offioors  in  oainp  who  approvo  of  his  oondnol  on  the 
28tli,  and  nro  surprised  at  tliosontencoof  tlioconrt-niartial:  such  as  Gates,  Knox,  Lio- 
colii,  Parsons,  McDongal,  etc.  Yon  liavo  nil  tho  tostiaiony,  etc.,  before  yon,  and  I  am 
snre  will  not  do  injustice  to  so  able  an  oflicor.  General  L.  says  ho  blamoe  liimaolf 
only  for  not  ordering  a  retreat/'* 

Several  other  letters  appear  among  the  Arthur  Lee  papers  showing 
the  attachment  of  the  brothers  to  Charles  Lee,  who,  though  not  a  rela- 
tive, was  their  personal  friend. 

After  the  arrival  of  Carroll  on  January  17  and  of  Gouverneur  Morris 
on  January  20,  and  the  consequent  accession  of  Maryland  and  New  York 
to  the  States  supporting  Washington,  the  following  proceedings  indi- 
cate that  the  majority  of  Congress,  as  thus  reconstituted,  was  not  ready 
to  leave  the  control  of  the  proposed  committee  in  the  hands  of  Wash- 
ington's adversaries: 

Jannarif  20,  1778. — **Ordcredf  That  the  members  attending  tho  bnsiness  of  tho  board 
of  war  inqnire  of  General  GaU'S  wlietlier  ho  can  go  to  camp,  agreeably  to  hisappuiut- 
ment,  for  the  purpose  expressed  in  thoresolntion  of  tbo  10th  instant,  and  when  he  can 
set  ont  on  that  bnsiness." 

In  the  afternoon  the  committee  reported: 

'  "The  members  whocondnct  the  bnsiness  of  the  boanl  of  war  reported  to  Congross 
snndry  reasoiiH  nssigned  by  General  Gates  why  tho  members  of  the  board  of  war  ought 
immediately  to  enter  on  the  biininess  of  that  department;  whereupon  : 

'*  Heaolved,  Tiiat  General  Gates,  General  Mifllin,  and  Colonel  Pickering  bo  oxcnsod 
from  attending  on  tho  business  mentioned  in  tho  resolution  of  tho  10th,  and  that 
General  Mllllin,  Colonel  Pickering,  and  Colonel  Trnnibull  bo  directed  to  repair  inimo- 
d lately  to  this  place. 

**  Keaotrcd,  That  two  members  bo  addeil  to  the  committoo  appointed  to  repair  to 
camp  to  exccut-e  the  business  prescribed  in  the  resolutions  of  the  10th  iiist. 

'The  members  chosen  :  Mr.  Carroll  and  Mr.  G.  Morris.^ 

Henry  Laurens,  a  delegate  from  Soutlj  Carolina  and  for  a  time  Pres- 
ident of  Congress,  wiis  in  tho  fall  of  1777  regarded  as  sympathizing 
with  Samuel  Adams  and  the  Lees  in  their  dread  of  executive  invasion 
of  congressional  prerogative.  This  was  the  cause  of  his  being  looked 
upon  by  Gates  and  Conway  as  friendly  to  their  cause,  differing  in  this 

*  27  South.  Lit.  Mcs.,  4:<7.  This  letter  is  among  the  Lee  MSS.  Charles  Leo's  his- 
tory and  treason  are  discussed  in  a  note  to  a  letter  of  Franklin  to  Charles  Leo,  ii^fra^ 
under  dnto  of  Feb.  11,  1770.  Charles  Lee,  according  to  one  of  YorkoM  dispatches  from 
Holland  to  the  HritiHli  miuistry  (Sparks  Collection  at  Harvard  College,  vol.  72>,  was 
tho  **  worst  present  the  Americans  could  receive."  (See  George  11.  Moore's  "Treason 
of  Charles  Lee,"  N.  Y.,  1858.) 
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respect  from  his  son,  John  Laurens,  who  was  devotedly  attached 
to  Washington.  The  following  extract,  however,  from  a  letter  from 
Henry  Laiu^ns  to  John  Laurens,  dated  April  9, 1778,  at  York  Town, 
Pennsylvania,  where  Congress  was  then  sitting,  shows  that  at  that 
time  the  friends  of  Oates  had  given  up  the  expectation  of  putting  him 
in  Washington's  place: 

"In  convorsatioii  with  General  Qatos,  without  Booking  on  my  side,  I  discovered  an 
incHnation  on  liis  part  to  bo  npon  friendly  terms  with  onr  great  and  good  general. 
It  can  not  bo  doubted  that  tliere  is  the  samo  dispositifHi  on  the  other  side.  What 
wonhl  I  not  give  to  see  a  perfect  and  happy  reconciliation  f  In  talking  of  General  Con- 
way's letter,  which  has  been  circulating,  as  formerly  intimated,  and  of  which  Gencial 
Gates  declared  his  ignorance  and  disapprobation,  I  took  occasion  to  say  if  General 
Conway  pretends  sincerity  in  his  late  parallel  between  the  great  F.  [Fabinsjand  the 
great  W.,ho  has,  taking  this  letter  into  view,  been  guilty  of  the  greatest  hypocrisy  ; 
if  not,  he  is  chargeable  with  the  guilt  of  an  nnprovokcd  sarcasm.  The  general 
(Oates)  perfectly  acquiesced  in  that  sentiment,  and  added  such  hints  as  convinced 
me  he  thtiught  lightly  of  Conway.  Shall  such  a  man  separate  friends  and  keep  them 
asaudorf    It  must  not  be.''    (MSS.,  Dreor  Colleotion,  Philadelphia.)* 

Were  we  able  to  decipher  the  letters  written  on  congressional  poli- 
tics by  Bichard  Henr}'  Lee  and  of  his  corn^spoinlents,  which  are  among 
the  Lee  papers  at  Harvard,  in  the  archives  of  tlie  Anicrican  IMiilosoph- 
iciil  Society,  and  in  the  library  of  the  University  of  Virginia,  no  doubt 
much  of  the  cloud  which  hangs  over  the  congressional  intrigues  of  that 
criiicsil  period  would  be  removed.  The  letters  of  Richard  II.  Lee  to 
Arthur  Lee  in  particular  are  copious  in  their  details  of  congressional 
action  at  that  time;  bur>  at  the  very  moment  when  light  seems  to  dawn 
upon  us,  and  when  the  names  of  t*jose  arrayed  for  and  against  independ. 
ency  of  executive  svction  aoem  about  to  bo  disclosed,  wo  run  against 
ciphers  whicli  are  now  insoluble.  By  those  of  Uichard  II.  Lee's  corre- 
spondents wlio  did  not  use  this  cipher  nicknames  are  used,  whose  mean- 
ing is  now  lost.  Who,  for  inst^vnce,  ia  '*  Fiddleliead"  and  "  Base-viol," 
who  appear  in  the  congressional  notes  of  \Vhip|)le,  a  member  from  New 
Hampshire,  and  a  devotetl  frieud  of  llichard  11.  Leo  and  of  Samuel 
Atlamstt  Yet,  until  these  questrons  are  answered  and  the  ciphers  in 
the  correlative  [)arLs  of  tlie  Leo  papers  translatetl,  we  can  not  underst^md 
what  were  the  party  divisions  in  (he  sessions  of  1777-'70,  as  viewed  by 
Kichard  II.  Lee  and  his  friends. J 

•  A  IctU'.r,  Iiowovn,  from  (»:iCf8  to  Laiirons,  May  27,  1778  (Maoro*8  MatcriulH,  etc., 
Ill),  hliowH  l.liiit  OjiIos,  not.\viMiHtjm(liii«i;  Mm  abovo,  continiiod  to  fltuiHl  by  Conway. 
Sec,  alM»,  GatoH  to  LainciiR,  Jinio  2*2,  1771)  (iV/.,  111).  Ah  to  llonry  LsiiiroiiR,  roo  in/rap 
^  172. 

t  Seo  2  R.  IT.  Loo's  Life,  111  /. 

t  As  an  ilbiBtration  of  tlio  cipborw  nsod  by  Rioliant  II  Loo  may  bo  given  tlrer 
ibllowing,  from  a  letter  of  bis  to  Artbiir  Li*o,  dated  February  II,  1779:  "  Ho  (Doano)' 
liaaa  very  strong  and  a  vcryartfn)  p.irty  in  l)l):i  xvii,  and  l)y  nieanHof  conimercialcon' 
tiections  a  considerable  .  .  .  G  xxxv  in  almost  ©very  irvl  axxxvi.  In  tlio East- 
ern States,  wliero  be  is  well  known,  bo  bas  by  far  tbo  fowost  supporters.  Indeed  ho 
has  very  few  there.  Tbo»o  jicopbi  siro  wise,  attentive,  sober,  diligent,  and  frugal,, 
which  are  qnalities  not  fit  for  JH^ane'H  purpostiH.     His  principal  34  a  ix  s  are  from 
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Tbat  John  Adams  was  during  the  llevolutiou  hostile  to  giving  ex* 
ecntive  power  to  the  geueraMu-chief  or  to  executive  boardSi  and  tbat 
he  thoroughly  disapproved  of  Washington's  distinctive  military  polioy, 
has  been  already  incidentally  observed.  In  John  Adams'  Works  there 
are  several  incidental  allusions  to  his  acceptance  of  this  position.  Thus 
in  addressing  Greene, on  June  22, 1776,  he  said:* 

''That  tbiB  p  wor (of  promotion  of  ofBcore  by  Congress)  may  be  abused  and  misap- 
plied is  nlso  true.  That  interest,  favor,  private  friendsbip,  pr<jadioe  may  operato 
more  or  less  in  tbe  present  assembly  is  true.  Bnt  whore  would  you  lodge  this  poworf 
To  place  it  in  the  general  wonld  bo  more  dangerons  to  the  public  liberty,  and  not  less 
liable  to  abuse  from  sinister  and  unworthy  motives.^ 

In  subsequent  letters,  ns  well  as  in  debate,  this  view  was  earnestly 
pressed,  and  it  was  insisted  that  the  appointment  of  officers  should  be 
given  to  the  States  from  where  thedetachments  to  be  commanded  came. 

De  ^Mioped,"  in  March,  1777,  ''that  Congress  will  elect  annually  all 
the  general  officers.  If,  in  consequence  of  this,  some  great  men  should 
be  obliged  at  the  year's  end  to  go  home  and  serve  their  country  in  some 
other  capacity  not  less  necessary  and  better  adapted  to  their  genius,  I 
do  not  think  the  public  would  be  ruined.''t  And  on  September  2  he 
wrote  to  his  wife : 

'*  I  wish  the  Continental  Army  would  at  least  prove  that  something  can  be  done. 
Dut  this  is  sedition  at  least.    I  am  weary,  however,  I  own,  with  so  much  insipidity." 

Hamilton,  on  October  9, 1788,  wrote:|:  in  a  letter  already  noticed  to 
Sedgwick  as  follows:  *^  Tlie  Lees  and  Adanises  have  been  in  the  habit 
of  unitingj  and  here  ma}'  spring  up  a  cabal  very  embarrassing  to  the 
executive  and  of  course  to  the  administration  of  the  Government 
Consider  this,  sound  the  reality  of  it,  and  let  me  hear  from  you." 

Afterwards  HamiUon,  in  his  letter  on  Adams'  ^'  public  conduct,"!! 
said  **he  was  represented  to  be  of  the  number  of  those  who  favored 

204  a  V  47  o  b  xxxvii  and  sonio*  .  .  .  nd  from  Pen. -a  and  almost  all  from  451)  d  xi. 
222avin.  For  which  purpose'  .  .  .  may  imagine  G—r — I417axxiv332hxxviii 
to  99  a  XVII.  •  •  •  Nothing  could  servo  the  common  cause  so  much  as  stopping 
those  abominable  intrigues  and  factions  here.  And  as  Mr.  4556  xiv  has  much  208  a 
XXX  423  XXVI  the  2*  .  .  .  a  x*  .  .  .  ix  wore  211  xxxii'd  to  128  a  xxxiii  it, 
a  very  happy  consequence  wd  f*     .     .     ."    (LoeMSS.,  Harvard  College.) 

Among  other  cipher  letters  of  R.  fl.  Leo  relating  to  the  congressional  politics  of  this 
critical  period  may  bo  mentioned  those  of  Soptombor  6, 1778,  and  May  19,  1779. 

As  to  the  bitterness  which  attended  those  conflicts,  see  infra^  $  209  ff. 

That  Arthur  Lee  preferred  a  New  England  man  as  commander,  and  that  he  sup- 
posed Richard  H.  Leo  shared  in  the  same  prcfcrenco,  appears  from  Arthur  Leu's  letter 
to  Golden  of  February  13,  1776,  hereafter  given. 

In  all  Washington's  correspondence  there  is  no  such  strong  expression  of  disap- 
proval as  that  applied  to  Richard  H.  Leo  in  a  letter  to  Madison  of  October  10,  1787. 
(2  Bancroft's  Hist,  of  Constitution,  443. 

*  John  Adams  to  Greene,  .Juno  22, 1776,  9  John  Adams'  Works,  404. 

t  1  John  Adams'  Works,  263;  1  Greene's  Life  of  Greene,  263. 

t8  Lodge's  Hamilton,  198.  See,  for  6ubsc([uent  correspondence,  «ifj>ra,  $  4  A; 
infra,  $  129^,  whore  the  character  of  Adams  is  discussed  more  fully. 

I  6  Hamilton's  Works,  by  Lodge.  393. 
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tlie  enlistment  of  our  troops  annually,  or  for  short  periods,  rather  than 
for  the  term  of  the  war;  a  blind  and  infatuated  policy,  directly  con- 
trary to  the  urgent  recommendation  of  Genenil  Washington,  and  which 
had  nearly  proved  the  ruin  of  our  cause.  lie  was  also  said  to  have 
advocated  the  project  of  appointing  yearly  a  new  commander  of  the 
army;  a  project  which  in  any  service  is  likely  to  be  attended  with 
more  evils  than  benefits,  but  which  in  ours,  at  the  iieriod  in  qnestion, 
was  chimerical  from  the  want  of  persons  qualified  to  succeed,  and 
l)ernicious  from  the  peculiar  fitness  of  the  oilicer  first  appointed  to 
strengthen,  by  personal  influence,  the  too  feeble  cords  which  bound  to 
the  service  an  ill-paid,  ill-clothed,  and  undisciplined  soldiery." 

The  congressional  opposition  to  Washington,  which,  when  he  was  at 
Valley  Forge,  came  so  near  bearing  consequences  the  most  disastrous, 
was  not,  it  must  be  remembered,  based  on  personal  dislike.*  For  him 
John  and  Samuel  Adams t  and  Richard  II.  Lee  expressed  a  personal 
regard  which  it  would  be  impossible  to  distrust.  They  were,  however, 
zealous  adherents  of  a  policy  which  was  not  only  antagonistic  to  that 
of  Washington,  but  which,  had  they  succeeded,  would  have  made  it 
impossible  for  Washington  to  have  retained  the  control  of  the  army. 
Washington  was  convinced  of  the  necessity  of  enlistments  aiul  adequate 
support  of  soldiers  for  the  war,  and  of  the  impolicy  of  placing  in  the 
hands  of  congressional  committees  the  appointment  of  oflicers  and  the 
determination  of  military  plans.  The  opposition,  on  the  other  hand, 
was  opposed  on  principle  to  schemes  which  they  held  tended  to  buihl 
up  a  regular  army,  urged  that  the  whole  executive  [)0wer  of  tbe  Gov- 
ernment in  war,  as  well  as  in  finance,  should  be  kept  in  congressional 
committees,  and,  confident  in  the  force  of  untrained  enthusiani,  con- 
demned all  strategy  which  savored  in  any  way  of  delay.  The  leaders 
of  this  opi>osition,  by  i)reventing  enlistments  for  the  war,  by  holding 
the  great  military  appointments  in  the  hands  of  (JongrcSv*?,  by  refusing 
adequate  compensation  to  soldiers,  had  much  to  do  with  protracting 
the  war.  Had  they  succeeded  at  the  Congress  at  York  in  forcing 
Washington's  resignation,  they  wonhl  have  for  the  time  wrecked  not 
only  the  revolutionary  cause,  but  the  cause  of  that  very  liberty  which 
these  very  men  loved  with  such  fierce  ardor. 

"^'auffiliM!*''*''^*'^'^"'*'^*"        §  ^^'  ^^  ^^*®  ^^^y  period  in  which  the  epithet 

of  **Fal)iu8"  was  applied  to  Washington  by  his 
congressional  opponents  as  a  mark  of  contempt,  it  was  bestowed  on 
liim  in  Europe  as  a  tribute  of  admiration.  Thus,  in  the  very  able  sum- 
mary attributed  to  Burke,  in   the  London  Annual  Register  for  1777, 

•  Seo  1  Austiii^s  Lifo  of  (iorry,  23IJ,  criticiHiiig  Botta's  Htatoinoiit  to  tlio  contrary; 
Cf.  Rutledgo  to  Jay,  Doc.  5,  1778. 

t  Samuel  Adams'  position  is  fully  rxliibited  in  his  lifo  l»y  Wolls,  in  two  volumos, 
and  in  tho  briefer  lifo  by  Hosnu^r,  published  in  1887.  His  papcra  in  the  Bancroft  Col- 
lectiou  I  bavo  also  consul  tod,  and  bavo  drawn  from  them  several  valuable  extracts. 
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wbero  tlio  A.mericaD  campaigu  of  that  year  is  discossed,  we  have  the 
followiug: 

''  By  a  few^  woll  concortod  and  spirited  acttonR  was  Philadelphia  sayed,  Ponnsylvaiila 
freed  from  danger,  the  Jerseys  nearly  recovered,  and  a  victorioas  and  far  snperior 
army  reduced  to  act  npon  the  defensive,  and  for  several  months  restrained  within 
very  narrow  and  inconvenient  limits.  These  actions  and  the  sudden  recovery  from 
the  lowest  state  of  weakncsa  and  distress,  to  hecome  a  formidahle  enemy  in  the  field, 
raised  the  character  of  Qenoral  Washington  as  a  commander  very  high  both  in 
Europe  and  America;  and,  with  his  preoe<ling  and  snbseqnent  oondnct  serve,  alto- 
gether to  give  a  sanction  to  that  appellation,  which  is  now  pretty  generally  applied 
to  him,  of  the  American  Fabius.*' 

^^Tluis,"  Kaya  an  English  author  of  strong  tory  sympathies,  after  dis- 
cussing Washington's  ro-occupation  of  Now  Jersey  in  1776,  *Hhe  cam- 
paign of  1770  conchuled,  and  the  review  affords  few  motives  of  satis- 
faction ;  the  progress  of  the  British  arms  was  arrested  and  the  rosalt 
of  ])rovious  successes  ravished  from  their  grasp  by  an  enemy  in  every 
respect  inferior."  • 

^^From  this  iirst  campaign, "says  a  leading  French  historian,  t  ''could 
be  estinitited  the  worth  of  this  man,  a  mixture  of  Fabius  and  Epam- 
inondas;  resembling, as  has  been  so  well  said,  •  •  •  those  monuments 
whose  greatness  does  not  impress  one  at  the  first  glance,  precisely  on 
account  of  tlie  perfect  harmony  of  their  proportions  and  because  no  part 
astonishes  the  eye.  'The  most  rational  of  gri^at  men,'  he  was  truly  the 
personification  of  the  most  rationalistic  of  nations;  and  his  augunt  good 
sensc^  to  use  the  happy  cxprcHsion  of  one  of  onr  contcini>oraries,  was 
only  the  distinctive  <]uality  of  the  Anglo-Saxons  carried  to  sublimity." { 

"The  moral  effect  of  Washington's  successes"  (in  December,  1777), 
says  Lord  Mahon,§  "were  felt  throughout  the  United  States.  In  the 
strong  words  of  one  of  their  own  historians,  it  seemed  like  a  resurrec- 
tion from  the  dcjul.  Wjishington  himself,  indeed,  had  never  ceased  to 
bo  serene  and  sclf-iissured.  In  the  lowest  depths  of  fortune  he  said 
calmly  to  one  of  his  chief  oflicers  that  he  should  strive  to  the  last,  retir- 
ing, if  need  be,  from  State  to  State  and  from  post  to  post,  and,  if  even 
forced  back  from  all,  maintaining  the  war  beyond  the  Alleghany  Moaut- 
ains.  But  many  others  who  in  bygone  years  had  bawled  when  he  was 
quiet,  and  who  had  blamed  him  for  being  so,  were  now  wavering  and 
whispering,  wliile  he  continued  firm.  •  •  •  By  the  days  of  Tren- 
ton and  of  Princeton  this  state  of  public  feeling  was  reversed." 

When  this  congressional  opposition  wiis  at  its  height,  "nothing," 
as  is  truthfully  said  by  Lecky,||  "except  the  great  influence,  the  ailmi- 
rable  moderation  and  good  sense  and  tlie  perfect  integrity  of  Washing- 
ton could  have  restrained  the  army  from  open  revolt.    The  men  who 

'  2  AdolphiiH'  IliMtory  of  England,  :M. 

tThcod.  Fabns,  Kncyclopodie  NonvoIIo,  art.  WaeLington. 

t  '^  Marti n*H  Dcclino  of  Fronoli  Monarcliy,  379. 

$  G  Miihon'H  IliHtory  of  England,  135;  Eug.ed.of  ia')l,203 

I  4  Looky^H  History  of  England,  249. 
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had  bomo  tho  wholo  brniit  and  bardeu  of  tlio  war,  who  bad  shown  in 
many  instances  tho  most  a<linirablo  patriotism  and  solf'SacriAce,  found 
themselves  reduced  to  penury,  and  overwhelmed  with  debts,  because 
tho  States  evaded  or  neglected  the  obligations  which  were  imposed  upon 
them,  and  the  belief  was  being  generally  spread  among  them  that  as 
soon  as  the  peace  had  made  them  no  longer  necessary  they  would  be 
cheated  of  what  was  due  to  them.  Congress,  after  a  long  i)eriod  of  vacil- 
lation, had  in  October,  1780,  at  length  pledged,  by  resolution,  to  give 
the  American  oflicers  half  pay  for  life,  and  by  this  measure  alono  had 
prevented  the  aruiy  from  disbanding.  Tho  pledge  was  binding  upon 
the  nation  as  the  dearest  and  most  sacred  obligation  of  honor,  but  was 
it  likely  that  it  would  be  observed  f  It  had  been  carried  in  spite  of 
strong  opposition.  The  New  England  patriots  were  fiercely  hostile  to 
half  pay  as  savoring  of  the  abuses  of  a  monarchy  and  tending  to  estab- 
lish a  military  cnste.  *  *  *  It  was  with  groat  dilliculty  and  b}'  great 
management  that  Washington  could  in  some  degree  appease  the  storm, 
while  the  fact  that  he  had  himself  refused  all  reward  for  his  services 
gave  him  a  special  weight  in  pleading  the  cause  of  his  soldiers.  The 
promised  half  pay  was  fouiul  to  be  so  unpopuhir  in  several  States  that 
it  would  liave  been  impossible  to  vote  it,  so  it  was  agreed  to  commute 
it  for  a  gross  sum  equal  to  Ave  years'  pay,  and,  in  spite  of  a  scream  of 
indignation  from  New  England,  the  requisite  majority  of  the  States 
was  at  last  induced  to  secure  that  this  should  be  paid  at  tiie  end  of  the 
war."* 

*  Soe  1  Sparks'  Wosliiiigtoii,  38&-;il)2. 

Vo  Piokeritig's  Btatoiuciit,  as  givoii  in  t\  prior  suction,  may  bo  opposed  tliiit-  of  Gon- 
eral  Sir  WHliaiii  Howu,  hi  hisspocch  iu  the  lloiiso  oi'  Coiiiiiioiih  on  April  t2j  1779,  when 
be  undertook  to  explain  why,  with  a  vastly  snpurior  forco,  ho  Wiui  balllcd  iu  all  lii.s 
uiovomouts  by  Washington : 

'*  As  I  hftvo  been  blamed  lor  nut  marching  (in  tho  piioi  Hunnncr  campaign)  boforo 

I  leA  Jersey  to   attack  General  Wanhington,  poKtiuI  at  Middlcbrook,   I  niii.st  beg 

leave  to  tronble  the  committee  with  a  few  wohIh  npon  that  point.     To  have  attacked 

General  Washington  in  that  strong  pcmt  1  must  ncccHHarily  have  made  a  conflidcrahlo 

circuit  of  tho  country;  and  having  no  pnmpect  of  forcing  him,  I  did  dob  think  it 

4idvisablo  to  looso  so  much  time  as  must  have  been  employtul  upon  that  march  during 

"Abo  iutenso  heat  of  the  season.     *     •     *     PerHons  of  sonu)  authority,  1  am  tohl,  have 

id  '  that  the  army  ought  to  have  gone  into  Now  England ;'  otiierH  that  *  it  ought  to 

lavo  gone  up  Hudson's  Kiver.'    rerniit  me  to  examine  the  ]u-oprioty  of  both  these 

•pinions  by  considering  what  would  have  been  the  con8e(|ncnceM  if  either  of  them 

■ad  been  adopted.     Suppose,  in  the  first  place,  it  had  gone  to  New  England  ;  would 

^at measure  have  ]e<l  to  a  conclusion  of  the  warT    1  think  not;  for,  sir,  wherever 

e  main  body  of  our  army  h.id  gone,  there  mo.st  assuredly  would  GeiH;ral  Wash- 

t  Yigion  have  gone  also.     But  that  he  would  have  avoided  a  general  action  I  am 

s^wUiorized  to  say,  wo*  only  from  his  constant  uniform  conduct  in  that  rcfpcvt  {and  in 

'•^'Aicfc  no  doubt  he  acted  judicionHhj)^  but  also  from  this  obvious  reason:  lie  knew  we 

^^^old  have  kept  any  part  of  Connecticut  iu  iho  winter,  except  one  or  two  places 

^pon  the  coast  of  the  sound.     •     •     »     xiie  defense  of  riiiladelphia  was  an  object 

^liich  I  Justly  concluded  would  engage  the  whole  of  his  atUMition.     It  was  incum- 

*^utou  him  to  risk  a  battlo  to  preserve  that  capital.     And  as  my  opinion  has  always 

'^Qthat  the  defeat  of  the  rebel  regular  army  is  the  surest  road  to  peace,  /  invaria 
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^hUii*^"  *  •*«»«<*  •*  §  13.  Notwithstanding  the  opposition  to  his  pol- 
icy in  Congress,  an  opposition  always  active  and 
sometiincs  successful,  Washington  had  with  him  almost  in  a  body  the 
army  and  the  people  of  all  sections  of  the  country,  taking  them  as  a 
whole.  It  was  a  critical  period;  for  had  there  been  less  grandear  aboat 
him,  and  less  confidence  in  the  principles  of  republicanism  for  which 
he  had  taken  u^)  arms,  his  assumption  of  supreme  authority  at  the 
time  when  measures  he  deemed  essential  were  thwarted,  and  the  rev- 
olution tints  endangered,  would  have  been  sustained  by  the  army  and 
by  a  dominant  majority  of  the  people.  It  was  his  abstinence  from  thia 
exercise  of  prerogative  which,  in  connection  with  his  other  transcend- 
ent qualities,  drew  to  him  not  merely  the  reverence,  but  the  love  of  his 
country,  which  secured  the  adoption  of  the  Oonstitution  over  the  delib- 
erations leading  to  which  he  presided,  and  which  gave  him  a  unanimous 

biy  jmi'Bucd  the  mo8i  probable  means  of  forcing  its  commander  to  action  under  cirotim$tan€e$ 
the  least  hazardous  to  tho  royal  army ;  for  oven  a  victory,  attended  bjf  a  heavy  loss  of  wien 
on  our  part  f  would  have  given  a  fatal  cheek  to  the  progress  of  the  tear  and  might  hate  been  <fT9- 
parable.**  To  carry  the  forts  in  the  Uiglilaiids,  supposiiiK  a  Dorthero  expedition  had 
been  UotcrmiDed  on,  ''would  probably  have  cost  a  considerable  namber  of  men, 
defended,  as  they  wouhl  have  been,  by  General  Washington's  whole  force.  Bnt,  those 
forts  being  carried,  how  would  the  enemy  have  acted  T  In  one  of  these  two  ways :  H« 
would  either  have  put  himself  between  me  and  New  York  or  between  me  and  the  iiorth- 
cni  nnny."  Of  success  at  the  battle  of  Hrandywine  he  has  not  mneh  to  say,  except 
that  "to  bring  the  enemy  to  an  action  was  my  object,  and  being  confident  that 
Qonoral  Washington  was  studious  to  avoid  it,  unless  under  most  favorable  circum* 
stances,  some  art  and  some  hazard  was  necessary  to  accomplish  my  purpose."  Of 
Woshingtou's  position  at  Valley  Forgo,  when  with  a  body  of  famished  and  half- 
clad  troops  he  kept  at  bay  a  Itritisli  army  four  times  its  sise  and  in  perfect  condition, 
Howe  uses  language  very  ditTorent  from  that  employed  by  the  congressional  critics  in 
the  momentous  session  at  York  :  "The  entrenched  situation  of  the  enemy  at  VaUey 
Forgo,  twenty-two  miles  from  Philadelxdiia,  did  not  occasion  any  difTlculties  so  press- 
ing as  to  justify  an  attack  upon  that  strong  post  during  the  severe  weather"  (althongh, 
the  river  being  closed,  it  almost  invested  Philadelphia,  cutting  off  provisions  and  for- 
age); "and  though  everything  was  prepared  with  that  intention,  I  judged  it  impm- 
dent,  until  the  season  should  afford  a  prospect  of  reaping  the  advantages  tliat  ought 
to  have  resulted  from  success  in  that  measure ;  hut  having  good  information  in  the  spring 
that  the  enemy  had  strcngUiencd  the  camp  by  additional  works,  and  being  certain  of 
moving  him  from  thence  when  the  campaign  should  open,  I  dropped  all  thoughts  of 
an  attack.''  (20  Parliamentary  History,  ()89,  (>91-693,  purporting  to  be  taken  ^'from 
the  original  edition  prepared  for  the  press  by  Sir  William  Howe."  A  second  edition 
of  this  narrative,  published  in  1780,  is  in  the  Library  of  the  Department  of  State.) 

''The  battles  of  Brandy  wine  and  German  town,  for  instance,  were  lost  by  Wash- 
ington, yet  the  effect  was  to  coop  up  the  victorious  nritisli  army  in  Philadelphia, 
where,  enjoying  its  festivities,  neither  ofDcers  nor  men  could  stir  ont  of  the  city 
limits  except  under  heavy  guard,  and  where  the  desertions  of  six  months  were  greater 
than  the  American  losses  by  death  in  the  two  prior  defeats.  The  closeness  of  the  siege 
is  illustrated  by  a  statement  of  the  Earl  of  Carlisle,  one  of  the  British  commissioners, 
written  from  Philadelphia  on  June  10:  "This  is  market  day,  and  to  protect  the  peo- 
ple bringing  in  provisions,  which  otherwise  they  would  not  dare  to  do,  large  detach- 
ments, to  the  anicMint  of  above  two  thousand  men,  are  sent  forward  into  theoonntiry. 
We  also  profited  by  this  safeguard,  and  I  attended  the  general,  Sir  Henry  Clinton,  at 
far  as  Germa  ntown,"  (3  George  Selwyn  and  his  Contemporaries,  282. )    This  shows  thai 
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TOto  wheu  named  as  Presideut.  Euglisli  critics  have  lately  spoken  of 
him  as  possessing  in  porfectiou  the  qualities  of  an  English  gentleman, 
contrasting  him  with  his  opponent,  George  III,  who  is  not  now  sup- 
l>oscd  to  have  possessed  those  characteristics.  J>ut  it  would  be  diffi- 
cult to  find  in  revolutionary  times — which  are  the  only  times  to  which 
in  such  a  case  we  could  ai)peal — any  English  gentleman  to  whom  Wash- 
ington could  be  likened.  Fairfax,  in  the  wars  against  Charles  I,  aban- 
doned, from  irresolution,  the  control  of  a  revolution  which  he  might 
have  so  molded  ns  to  have  established  constitutional  liberty.  Falk- 
land threw  away  his  life  in  battle  because  he  no  longer  felt  any  enthu- 
siasm for  either  of  the  combatants  between  whom  the  battle  was  waged. 
Cromwell,  with  a  more  daring  military  genius  than  Washington,  was 
imi)08ed  u|>ou  by  cant,  if  he  did  not  designedly  use  cant  to  impose  on 
others,  while  by  his  own  arbitrary  action  towards  Parliament  heprecip- 

the  Brilish  occiipatiou  did  not  extend  Ave  miles  from  the  center  of  the  city.  (See 
Infra,  t  21  ^,  as  to  Britii»1i  conduct  at  Philadelphia.) 

In  the  "  History  of  the  American  War,  hy  C.  Stcdnian,  who  served  nnder  Sir  W. 
Howe,  Sir  II.  Clinton,  and  the  Marquis  Cornwallis''— a  work  of  high  military  author- 
ity, ihongh  influenced  hy  friendly  feelings  towards  Comwallis— the  writer  pays  high 
tribute  to  the  tact  and  courage  shown  hy  Washington  in  the  surprise  at  Trenton,  in 
bis  "Judicious"  subscfiuent  Jersey  campaign,  and  the  "wisdom  and  activity''  gen- 
erally shown  hy  him,  i,  291.  **In  almost  all  the  general  actions  to  the  northward 
the  troops  under  Sir  William  Howe  were  superior  in  number  to  those  uudcr  General 
Wasliington."  His  sucoess  against  these  odds  is  attributed  to  the  combination  in  his 
cbaractar  of  prudence  and  courage. 

"  Washington,  the  dictator,  has  shown  himself  both  a  Fabius  and  a  Camillns.  His 
march  through  our  Hues  is  allowed  to  have  been  a  pro«ligy  of  generalship."  ( Walpole 
to  Mason,  March  28,  1877 ;  G  Cunningham's  Wuljiole,  \%\.  See  alKO  Walpole  to  Mnson, 
Feb.  27, 1777,  td.,  417,  as  to  the  high  opinion  of  Wabliington's  strategy  then  i)revalent 
in  Kngland.) 

"No  nobler  figure,"  says  Greene,  in  his  "  History  of  the  English  People,"  iv,  254, 
"ever  stood  in  the  forefront  of  a  nation's  life.     Wasliington  was  grave  and  courteous 
in  address;  his  manners  were  siiiiplo  and  unpretending;  his  bilcnce  and  the  serene 
calmness  of  his  temper  spoke  of  a  perfect  solf-niastery.     J{nt  there  was  little  in  his 
outer  bearing  to  reveal  the  grandeur  of  soul  which  lifts  his  figure  out  of  tlio  smaller 
passions,  the  meaner  impulses,  of  the  world  about  him.     *     *     *     It  was  only  tas  the 
weary  fight  went  on  that  the  colonists  discovered,  Iiowovor  slowly  and  iniporfectly, 
the  greatness  of  their   leader,  his  clear  judgment,  his  liiToic  endurance,  his  silence 
iiuder  difficulties,  his  culnmcss  in  the  hour  of  danger  or  defeat,  the  patience  with 
"^vbich  he  waited,  the  quickness  and  hardness  with  which  he  struck,  the  lofty  and 
rene  sense  of  duty  that  never  swerved  from  its  task  through  resentment  or  jealousy  ; 
hat  never,  through  war  or  peace,  felt  the  toucli  of  a  meaner  ambition,  that  knew  no 
>im  save  of  guarding  the  freedom  of  his  fellow-countrymen,  and  no  personal  longing 
vo  that  of  returning  to  his  own  firc^side  when  their  freedom  was  secured." 
in  the  same  very  able  work  are  the  following  lines,  whicli  may  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration in  connection  with  rickering's  criticisms  on  Hrandy  wine  and  Valley  Forge. 
**  Tlierout  of  his  little  army  of  seven  tliouHand  mm  at  Brandy  wine  forced  Washington 
^^Abandon  Philadelphia,  and,  and  after  a  bold  but  uuHucccHHful  attack  on  his  vic- 
^r*,  to  retire  Into  winter  quarters  on  the  banks  of  the  Schuylkill,  where  the  uncon- 
H^i^able  resolve  with  which  he  nerveni  hin  handful  of  hoatrn  and  half-ntarvcd  troops  to  face 
^99^sarmy  in  their  camp  at  Valley  Forge  is  the  nohle-stof  his  triumjths," 
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itated  tlio  Stuart  rostoration.  In  tbo  uprisiug  agaiust  Jauies  II  were 
eugaged  many  eminent  men,  to  whom  America  as  well  as  England  owes 
a  great  debt;  yet  on  even  some  of  the  purest  of  these  rests  the  charge  of 
a  furtive  j)recautionary  correspondence  with  the  exiled  dynasty.  Wash- 
ington, on  the  other  hand,  stands  far  in  the  front,  not  only  of  his  own 
country,  but  of  the  country  from  which  his  family  came.  In  him  there 
was  none  of  the  irresohttion  of  Fairfax,  nor  the  enervating  despair  of 
Falkland,  nor  Cromwell's  subjection  of  principle  to  power,  nor  tbo  tor- 
tuous hedging  policy  of  the  revolutionists  of  1688.  Come  what  might, 
ho  would  never  surrender  until  independence  was  achioveil;  never  till 
a  good  government  was  secured;  never  would  treat  with  Britain  except 
on  the  basis  of  independence.  Unique  at  once  in  umjesty,  in  devotion 
to  principle,  in  military  capacity  peculiarly  suited  to  the  work'he  under- 
took, of  spotless  integrity,  of  undaunted  courage,  of  rectitude  no  opi>o- 
sition  could  swerve,  and  of  fortitude  no  disasters  could  overcome;  at 
once  liberative  and  constructive,  completing  as  the  object  of  his  ambi- 
tion not  merely  the  overthrow  of  a  bad  government,  but  the  establish- 
ment of  a  good  government,  he  was  recognized  then  by  the  people  at 
largo,  as  he  has  been  recognized  ever  since,  as  embodying  in  its  most 
perfect  sense  the  true  spirit  of  righteous  revolution  as  well  as  the  high- 
est type  of  noble  manhood. 

Conflict  of  oniiiioii  a»  to       1 14,  I^  matters  financial  there  was  in  the  Oon- 

fluniico.    liobort  Morris.  ^ 

tinental  Congress  the  same  conflict  between  the 
merely  "liberative"  and  the  "constructive"  schools — between  the  school 
of  impulse  and  the  school  of  system — as  there  was  in  matters  militsiry. 
For  some  time  Congress  managed  the  finances  of  the  country  by  com- 
mittees, whose  composition  varied  from  month  to  month,  and  which, 
with  no  concrete  responsibility,  had  no  settled  views;  sometimes  hold- 
ing to  the  importance  of  rigorous  taxation  and  of  hard  money  as  a  basis 
of  credit;  sometimes  maintaining  that  all  that  is  necessary  in  order  to 
obtain  unlimited  funds  is  to  issue  an  unlimited  amount  of  paper  money; 
confident,  so  those  advocating  this  course  were,  that  the  certain  ultimate 
success  of  the  revolution  would  keep  this  paper  up  to  par.  At  first  the 
adherents  of  this  view,  consisting  in  the  main  of  members  who  opposed 
the  military  policy  of  Washington  and  the  diplomatic  policy  of  Franklin, 
carried  the  day.  i3ut  it  began  at  last  to  be  clear  that  the  country,  the 
solvency  of  which  a  vigorous  system  of  taxation  could  have  secured, 
was  becoming  bankrupt,  and  that  its  paper  money  was  rapidly*  sinking 
in  value.  A  department  of  finance  wsis  then  moved  for,  and,  after  stren- 
uous opposition,  at  last  established,  and  on  March  13,  1781,  Uobert 
Morris  was  placed  at  its  head.  In  administrative  experience,  in  com- 
bined wisdom  and  boldness  of  action,  in  familiarity  with  the  laws  of 
finance,  in  general  ca[>acity  for  the  post,  no  one  so  competent  could  be 
found;  and  to  his  untiring  and  effective  labors  the  correspondence  in 
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the  followiug  pages  bear  witness.*  lie  started  with  the  positiou  that 
on  taxation,  full  and  equal,  must  the  country  depend  for  its  ordinary 
income;  that  until  it  showed  its  readiness  to  impose  such  taxation  it 
could  not  either  honorably  or  successfully  borrow;  that  the  issue  of 
paper  money  must  be  stopped,  and  that  a  national  bank  should  be  es- 
tablished to  equalize  exchanges  and  meet  sudden  governmental  exi- 
gencies. To  the  comparative  success  of  his  administration,  in  the 
face  of  an  opposition  the  most  bitter,t  is  the  final  triumph  of  the  Revo- 
lution to  be  largely  attributed.  Our  income  from  taxation  was  greatly 
increased,  the  bank  was  prosperous,  and  France,  encouraged  by  this, 
continued  to  make  loans  and  forward  supplies,  without  which  the  cam- 
paign of  1781-'82  could  not  have  been  effectively  conducted.| 

^22^.  "*■"*'  "  **  ^^^"^       5  ^^'  Among  the  settled  rules  of  diplomacy 

are  the  following: 

(1)  An  envoy  is  not  to  be  pressed  on  a  foreign  court  by  which  it  is 
understood  he  will  not  be  received. 

(2)  Bven  between  sovereigns  who  are  politically  equal  great  delicacy 
of  diplomatic  address  is  required.  We  all  know  how  much  resistance 
an  overbearing  manner  produces;  and  numerous  instances  exist  in 
political  history  in  which  demands,  which  if  couched  in  terms  of  kind- 
liness might  have  been  conceded,  have  excited  the  most  vehement 
popular  resentment  when  roughly  made.  We  remember  how  deeply 
Canning's  sarcasms  cut  into  the  American  people,  and  how  much  our 
relations  with  England  were  imt>erilled  by  the  dictatorial  manners  of 
British  ministers  at  Washington  before  the  war  of  1812 ;  and  we  have 
recently  been  reminded  by  Kinglake  how  much  the  1^'rench  and  English 
Crimean  alliance  depended  on  the  tact  and  courtesy  of  the  English 
minister  at  Paris  and  the  French  niiuister  at  London. 

But  to  diplomacy  as  a  system  there  wi\h  the  same  antagonism  in  Con- 
gress as  there  was  to  war  iis  a  system  and  to  finance  as  a  system.  On 
tlie  one  side  it  wsm  maintained  that  our  rehitions  with  foreign  nations 
ought  to  be  freed  from  the  artificial  sluackles  which  international  law 
had  imx)osed,and  that  we  should  approach  them  with  blunt  simplicity, 
demanding  not  only  recognition,  but  aid.  In  other  words,  ^< militia'' 
diplomatists,  to  use  John  Adams'  illustration,  '^sometimes  gain  victo- 
ries over  regular  troops,  even  by  departing  from  the  rule8."||  "1  have 
long  since  learned,"  he  adds,  '^  tliiit  a  man  may  give  oilenso  to  a  court 
to  which  he  is  sent  and  yet  succeed."  **No  man,"  he  says  afterwards, 
"will  ever  be  pleasing  at  a  court  in  general  who  is  not  depraved  in  his 

*  See  iDdox,  title  Morris. 

tSee  A.  Loe  to  Samuel  Adams,  Mss.,  Aug.  6,  1782.    As  sustaining  liiui,  see  Wash- 
ington to  Morris,  Mar.  8,  178.3;  Jay  to  Morris,  July  28,  1783. 
t  As  to  Morris  personally,  see  ti>/ra,  §  183. 
I  Adams  to  Livlugstou,  Feb.  21,  1782,  infra, 
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morals  or  warped  from  your  interests.'^  It  was  in  conformity  with 
this  conviction  that  Adams,  in  the  summer  of  1780,  being  in  Paris  as 
a  peace  commissioner  but  not  as  minister  to  France,  addressed  to  Yer- 
gennes  letters  of  such  rugged  animadversion  as  to  lead  to  an  entire 
cessation  of  correspondence  between  these  two  eminent  men.f 
Franklin's  cicplauation  was  as  follows: 

**  Mr.  Adams  thiuks  that  Amerioa  has  been  too  free  in  expreaaions  of  gratitude 
to  Franco — for  that  sho  is  more  obliged  to  us  than  we  to  her — and  that  we  should 
show  spirit  in  onr  application.  I  apprehend  that  he  mistalces  his  grouu<Ss,  and  that 
this  court  is  to  be  treated  with  decency  and  delicacy.  The  king,  a  young  and  Tir- 
tuous  prince,  has,  I  am  persuaded,  a  pleasure  in  reflecting  on  the  generons  benevo- 
lence  of  the  action  in  assisting  an  oppressed  people,  and  proposes  it  as  a  part  of  the 
glory  of  his  reign.  I  think  it  right  to  increase  this  pleasure  by  our  thankful  ac- 
knowledgments, and  that  such  expression  of  gratitude  is  not  only  our  duty  but  our 
interest.  A  differout  conduct  seems  to  me  what  is  not  only  improper  and  unbooom- 
ing,  but  what  may  bo  hurtful  to  us.  Mr.  Adams,  on  the  other  hand,  who  at  the  same 
time  means  our  welfare  and  interest  as  much  as  I  or  any  roan  can  do,  seems  to  think 
a  little  apparent  stoutness  and  a  greater  air  of  independence  and  boldness  in  our 
demands  will  procure  us  more  ample  assistance.  It  is  for  the  Congress  to  Judge  and 
regulate  their  affairs  accordingly."    (Franklin  to  Congress,  Aug.  9,  1780.) 

^uJito'aU fowi^*wart"**'        5  ^^'  ^^®  impctuosity  which  prompted  mili- 
tary campaigns  without  regard  to  the  rules  of 
war  prompted  diplomatic  campaigns  without  regard  to  the  rules  of 

•  Adams  to  Gerry,  Sept.  JJ,  1763,  infra, 

\  The  late  Richard  II.  Dana,  in  a  note  on  the  character  of  his  grandfather,  Francis 
Dana,  thns  speaks  of  this  difficulty : 

''Mr.  Adams,  years  afterwards,  in  vindicating  his  course,  says:  *  I  had  the  advioe 
of  Chiof-Justice  Dana,  then  with  me  as  secretary  of  the  legation  for  peace,  to  every 
clause  aud  word  of  tlio  wliolo  correspondence.'  •  •  •  Mr.  Dana  said,  *  The  count 
neither  wrote  like  a  gcutloniaii  hinisclf  nor  treated  me  like  a  gentleman,  and  it  was 
indlHpensably  necessary  tliat  wo  slionld  sliow  him  that  we  liad  some  understanding 
and  some  fcolin;j;.'"    (R.  II.  Dana,  1  Peun.  Mag.  of  Amer.  History,  86.) 

The  letters  which  Adams  at  tliat  time  (the  summer  of  1780)  a<1dres8ed  Vergennes  for 
the  purpose  of  sliowing  liini  that  "  we  had  some  understanding  aud  some  feeling,'' 
wore,  it  must  be  repeated,  sent  wlien  Franklin  was  the  solo  minister  accredited  to 
France  from  the  United  States,  and  when  Adams  was  in  Paris  as  a  peace  couimia- 
sioner,  witliont  any  diplomatic  connection  with  France.  The  last  of  these  letters,  as 
given  hereafter,  under  date  of  Jnly  27,  1780,  is  an  address  of  advice,  in  which,  after 
bluntly  denying  the  truth  of  Vergennes'  statement  that  the  French  king  had  given 
certain  aid  to  the  American  cause  without  being  soliciled  by  Cougitiss,  it  is  said: 

**  I  am  dutorniinod  to  omit  no  opportunity  of  comniunicaiing  my  sentiments  to  your 
excellency  upon  everything  that  appears  to  me  of  importance  to  the  common  cause 
in  which  I  can  do  it  with  propriety.  And  the  communications  shall  be  direct  in  per- 
son or  by  letter  to  your  excellency,  without  the  intervention  of  any  third  person."  In 
other  words,  aside  from  the  tutorial  tone  by  which  the  letter  is  marked,  Vergennes 
is  informed  that  Adams  proposes  to  correspond  with  him  on  public  affairs  without  the 
intervention  of  Franklin,  with  whom  aloue  Vergennes,  by  the  rules  of  international 
law,  could  keep  up  a  corrospondonce  as  to  American  political  affairs.  Vergennes 
replied,  on  July  29,  1780,  as  follows : 

*'  I  have  received  the  letter  which  you  did  nie  the  honor  to  write  to  me  on  the  87th 
of  this  month.    When  I  took  upou  myself  to  give  you  a  mark  of  my  confidence  by 
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diplomacy.  It  is,  as  we  have  seen,  a  settled  rule  of  diplomacy  tbat  a 
minister  slioald  not  be  pressed  upon  a  foreign  court  bj^  wbich  it  is  uu- 
dorstood  tliat  be  will  not  be  received.  To  this  may  be  sulded  the  rule 
that  applications  for  loaus  should,  unless  as  part  of  a  treaty  alliance, 
be  ma«le  through  business  channels.  In  disregard  of  these  rules  the 
majority  of  Congress,  under  the  influence  of  Kichard  H.  Lee  and  Samuel 
Adams,  instituted  a  series  of  missions  to  European  courts  for  the  bare 
purpose  of  borrowing  moneyi  when  the  courts  so  addressed  not  only 
gave  no  intimation  that  they  would  receive  these  envoys,  but  when, 
from  the  nature  of  things,  as  well  as  from  unofiicial  intimation,  it  should 
have  been  known  that  such  reception  would  be  refused. 

oiuaoUM  to  thk  ooone.  1 17.  With  France  there  was  no  difficulty,  as 

France  had  intimated  unofficially  that  such  en- 
voys would  be  received,  at  least  in  a  private  capacity,  France  being 
then  ready  to  take  the  consequence  of  war  with  Britain.  And  this 
reception  was  accorded,  as  we  will  see,  first  to  Silas  Deane,  then  to 
Franklin,  and  then  to  Arthur  Lee. 

Here  Franklin  thought  Congress  should  stop,  saying  that  ministers 
should  not  be  sent  to  sovereigns  without  first  having  some  sort  of  as- 
surance of  recognition  of  the  United  States  as  an  independent  sover- 
eignty, and  that  a  "virgin"  republic,  as  he  called  it,  should  wait  till 

informing  70a  of  the  destination  of  Messrs.  do  Ternay  and  Rochambeau,  I  did  not 
expect  the  animadversion  you  have  thought  it  your  duty  to  make  on  a  passage  of 
my  letter  of  the  20th  of  this  month.  To  avoid  any  further  discussious  of  that  sort, 
I  think  it  my  duty  to  inform  you  that,  Mr.  Franklin  being  the  solo  person  Avho  has 
letters  of  cnMlence  to  the  king  from  the  United  Stairs,  it  is  with  him  only  that  I 
ought  and  can  treat  of  matterH  which  concern  them,  and  particularly  of  that  which 
is  the  subject  of  your  observations." 

This  cloeeil  the  correspondence.    Franklin  afterwards  (Oct.  8,  1780,)  wrote  to  Adams 

that  if  be  would  say  that  the  oxprcssiouH  by  which  VcrgoniKui  Colt  wounded  **  were  the 

effects  merely  of  inadvertonco,  porhajis  you  may  think  it  proper  to  write  soinuthing 

for  effacing  the  impressions  made  by  them.    I  do  not  prosumo  to  advise  you,  but  nien- 

tiou  it  nu;rely  for  your  consideration.    Tiie  vessel  is  not  yot  gone  which  carries  the 

pai>ors"  (to  America).    To  this  letter,  the  only  reply  made  by  Aduuis  was  that  he 

bail  sent  a  copy  of  the  correspondence  t(»  Ctnigrcss  without  coniuiont.     Neither  to 

Vergennes  nor  to  Franklin  did  he  utter  a  word  softoning  the  rebukes  uttered  by 

liini  in  the  letters  of  which  Vergennes  bad  complained;  and  however  much  wo  may 

censure  him  for  want  of  wiB4l()m  and  kindliness,  it  is  impossible  not  to  be  struck 

with  the  bolduess  he  displayed  in  pursuing  this  i>ocu]iar  course.     Congress  was  in 

Bore  pecuniary  straits;  it  had  no  money  to  carry  on  the  war,  and  its  resources  lor 

the  future  were  exhausted.     Without  foreigu  loans  it  couhl  do  nothing,  and  Adams 

by  this  time  was  convinced,  by  his  own  want  of  success  in  Honand,  that  this  aid 

could  come  onl}'  from  Franco.     In  Franco  Vorgounes,  so  far  as  concerned  foreign 

relations,  was  supreme.     It  required  no  little  courage  on  Adams'  part,  what-ever  we 

may  think  of  the  wisdom  and  delicacy  of  the  procedure,  for  him  to  tell  Vergennes 

that  he  distrusted  and  disbelieved  him.     But  his  course  was  very  unwise  as  well  as 

ungracious,  and,  had  he  been  then  sole  minister  to  Paris,  might  have  broken  up  the 

French  aUiance. 
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tlioro  vraa  some  such  rocogiiitioa  before  tbrusting  embassies  ou  foragQ 
courts  with  ileiiiauds  for  mouoy.* 

Congress  thought  differeutly.  Arthur  Lee  was  instructed  to  go  to 
Madrid,  with  au  alternate  couiinissiou  to  Berlin^  William  Leo  was 
sent  to  Vienna^  Dana  to  St.  Petersburg,  Adams  to  The  IlaguCi  Izard  to 
Florence,  and  the  instructions  in  each  case  were  to  demand  not  only 
recognition,  but  subsidy. 

luiiMiiicy  of  forcing  thuiasao.        §  js  To  supposc  that  the  arbitrary  sovereigns 

of  Europe  would,  Prance  excepted,  hurry  to  ac- 
knowledge the  new  republic  which  wtis  fighting  for  its  independence 
against  the  parent  state,  showed  very  little  knowledge  either  of  diplo- 
matic usage  or  of  existing  political  conditions.  But  there  was  another 
reason  why  the  policy  of  forcing  envoys  on  those  courts  would  fail. 
llussia,  Prussia,  Sweden,  and  even  Holland  and  Spain,  till  they  wore 
driven  into  the  war,  were  enjoying  the  enormous  benefits  which  accrued 
to  them  as  neutrals  at  a  time  when  French  and  English  flags  gave  uo 
sure  protection  on  the  high  se<is.  But  the  moment  any  neutral  sover- 
eign received  American  envoys  his  neutrality  would  be  gone,  for  Britain 
would  at  once  launch  against  him  a  declaration  of  war.  To  force  on 
these  neutral  courts  the  issue  of  recognition  of  the  United  States  by 
this  .means  was  not  only  to  insure  the  rejection  of  these  envoys,  but  to 
put  the  United  States  in  the  position  of  an  upstart  intruder,  demanding 
money,  when  its  very  right  to  apx>ear  at  such  courts  was  denied. 

Baiieirocieofsucuaipioinacy.        §  iQ.  ^1,0  bad  effccts  of  " militia"  diplomacy 

were  conspicuous.  Arthur  Lee  was  not  permitted 
to  resvch  Madrid,  but  was  sto[>pcd  on  tiie  road  ]  and  though  Spain  had, 
before  notice  of  his  visit,  secretly  given  one  million  of  francs  to  Ver- 
gcnncB  for  Ameriom  usr',  she  then,  perhaps  alarmed  at  the  position  she 

*  *'  I  liavo  not  yet  cliniigtHl  the  opiuiun  I  gave  iii  Coiigroso,  that  a  virgin  State 
bIiouIiI  preserve  its  virgin  charaeter,  and  nut  go  about  Huilering  for  alliauces,  but 
wait  with  decent  dignity  for  the  application  of  others.  I  was  overruled;  porha|>s 
for  the  best."    (Franklin  to  A.  Lee,  Mar.  21,  1777.) 

"Our  credit  and  weight  in  Europe  depend  more  on  what  we  do  th:in  on  what  wo 
say,  and  I  have  long  been  humiliated  with  the  idea  of  our  running  about  from  oourt 
to  court  bogging  for  money  and  friendsliip,  which  are  the  more  withheld  the  more 
eagerly  they  are  solicited,  and  would  perhaps  have  been  oH'ered  if  thoy  hiul  not  boon 
iuiko<l.  The  supposml  necensity  is  our  only  exeuHe.  The  proverb  says,  'God  lielpii 
those  that  help  themselves,'  and  the  world,  too,  in  this  sense,  is  very  godly."  (Frauk- 
lin  to  Adams,  Oct.  2,  17b0.) 

"The  United  States  would  blush  to  think  that  the  history  of  any  nation  might 
represent  them  as  humble  suppliants  for  their  favor."  (Livingston  to  Dana,  Mar.  3* 
1782.) 

Against  this  "rage  for  treaties"  Gouvenour  Morris  also  took  decide<l  ground,  hold- 
ing "that  our  true  course  was  to  go  our  own  gait,  without  seeking  outside  favor, 
until  we  had  shown  ourselves  able  to  keep  our  own  place  among  uatiouSi  wUeii  the 
rooo^uitiou  would  como  without  askin<^.    (Uoosevolt's  Morris,  U5.) 
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wonid  bo  placed  in  by  an  American  envoy  appearing  at  Madrid,  not 
only  refused  to  give  anything  to  Arthur  Lee,  but  required  biin  to  depart. 
Berlin  lie  succeeded  in  reaching,  but  merely  in  a  private)  capacity;  and 
there  his  presence  was  chiefly  distinguished  by  the  theft  of  his  papers, 
by  which  important  information  was  obtained  by  the  Britisli  ministry, 
and  the  Prussian  king  was  given  the  opportunity  to  malie  on  the  pro- 
cedaro  some  of  those  cynical  criticisms  in  the  framing  of  which  he  was 
so  great  a  master.*  William  Lee  then,  under  Arthur  Lee's  escort  but 
with  a  separate  commission  of  his  own,  attempted  to  be  received,  but 
was  warned  off  by  the  following  contemptuous  note: 

Sehulenherg  to  Arthur  Lee. 
[TrmnslAtioii.] 

"  Brrlin,  Kopembcr  28,  1777. 

"Sir:  As  tothocommlmlon  of  Mr.  WUliam  Leo,  tho  king  linviiig  ropentodly  declared 

his  ncntimouts  re8pociing  the  actnal  difllcnltics  attend hifr  a  commercial  coiiiioctiou 

wiili  America,  notwitbstaudiug  his  constant  good  dispoHiiion  towards  tho  Colonics, 

can  not  possibly  conjecture,  as  circnmstances  have  not  chaugcil,  wliat  proposition 

Mr.  Leo  can  make  more  accoxitahle  to  his  majesty,  nor  consequently  what  can  be  the 

object  of  his  mission. 

"I  have  the  honor  to  be,  etc., 

"Haron  DR  SCHULKNnEnO.*'t 

Dana  not  only  was  denied  an  ofTlcial  reception  in  Russia,  but  was 
subjected  to  a  scries  of  mortifying  rcbulls,  to  bo  hereafter  detailcd,t 
occupying  there  lor  two  3'e^irs  a  position  sis  humiliating  to  himself  as  it 
was  detrimental  to  his  country. 

Adams  was  refused  recognition  in  Holland  until  Flolland  was  foi*ced 
by  British  insults  and  encroaclimcnts  to  join  in  the  alliance  witli  Franco 
and  the  United  SUvte^  a;L>ainst  Great  l>ritiun. 

Izsird  never  left  Paris,  and  found  the  Grand  Duke  of  Tuscany  not 
only  unwilling  to  lend  money  to  the  United  States,  but  even  to  recog- 
nize their  existence. 

E.och  of  these  missions  was  undertaken  Jigainst  tlie  advice  of  Franco, 
whose  intxjrests  led  her  to  desire  that  tho  United  States  should  obtain 
recognition  and  funds  from  other  powers  than  herself.  France,  there 
ia  now  no  question,  did  her  best  to  obtain  reeo^xnition  and  funds  for  tiio 
United  Statos  from  other  i)ower8;  but  slie  advised  against  tiie  missions 
to  Vienna,  to  Madrid,  to  Hcrlin,  and  to  St.  Tetersburg,  because  she  felt 
that  at  tho  time  diplomatic  appeals  of  this  kind  would  fail. 

There  can  be  now  no  doubt  that  the  cause  of  tho  United  States  was 
injured  not  merely  by  the  importunity  but  by  the  indecorous  tone  of 
these  appeals.  Foreign  nioiuvrchs,  more  or  less  absolute*,  could  not  bo 
expected  to  hurriedly  recognize  the  indo.pendeneo  of  provinces  which 
were  still  in  the  throes  of  war  with  a  sovereign  with  whom  these  nion- 

•  Soo  infra,  sH  t^^^,  liK». 

t  Soo  infra,  ^  lU. 

I  Soo  infra,  ^  ^^^j)' )  sm'i  Jfc'«<>  imlox,  title  Dana. 


§  19.]  INTRODUCTION.  [CHIP.  L 

archs  wcro  at  peace,  and  when  to  these  monarchs  revolntion  was  a  word « 
in  itself  very  unacceptable.  And  still  less  likely  were  they  to  listen  to 
such  appeals  when  couched  in  ungracious  terms,  and  when  even  to  lis- 
ten to  such  terms  from  an  accepted  envoy  might  involve  them  as  bellig- 
erents in  the  contest^  and  cause  them  to  lose  the  lucrative  commerce 
which  as  neutrals  they  were  industriously  building  up. 

In  other  respects  this  ^<  militia"  system  of  diplomacy  worked  badly. 
It  kept  in  Europe  six  ministers  when  one  (Franklin)  would  not  only 
have  been  sufllcient,  but  would  have  been  able,  at  the  only  court  which 
would  then  receive  an  American  envoy,  to  have  served  his  country  far 
more  efficiently'  alone  than  he  did  when  harassed  by  the  presence  of 
five  associates  imbued  with  the  unconciliatory  temper  of  the  ^'militia'' 
school.  It  put  the  United  States  to  a  very  great  expense,  which  it 
could  ill  afford,  in  paying  the  salaries  of  this  large  corps;  and  this  ex- 
pense was  used  as  an  argument  against  these  envoys  when  they  applied 
for  loans  to  be  employed  in  their  support.  But  still  more  disastrous 
was  the  effect  of  this  unnecessary  aggregation  of  envoys  on  the  Paris 
negotiations.  Iznrd  and  William  Lee  were  in  Paris  without  any  diplo- 
matic occupation,*  though  drawing  their  full  salaries,  and  they  thought 
they  were  entitled  to  be  consulted  by  Franklin  as  to  his  negotiations 
with  France.  In  this  position  they  were  sustained  by  Arthur  Lee. 
This  wsis  one  of  the  elements  in  the  dissensions  by  which  the  mission 
to  Paris  in  1777-'7d  came  near  being  broken  up,  and  the  alliance  with 
France,  on  which  the  United  States  had  then  placed  its  dependence, 
subjected  to  a  strain  by  which  it  was  almost  snapped  asunder.t 

•  Jn/ra,  ^^  175,  178. 

t  Ah  t<>  those  "  dlsAOiisions,"  see  tn/ra,  $$  12G,  149,  178;  aud  index,  U ilea  Franklin, 
Arthur  Lee,  etc. 
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ATTITUDE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  TO  FOREIGN  NATIONS. 

Qrowing  »Tenion  to  Briuin.        |  20.  The  A;reDgtli  of  tbo  coloiusts'  afTectiou 

for  tho  iiiotbor  couDtij  is  thus  well  stated  by 
a  thoughtful  historian :  * 

"  Tbey  loved  their  mother  conntry  with  the  Ioto  of  ohiklron,  who,  forsaking  their 
homes  under  strong  provocaUon,  turn  hack  to  them  in  thotiglit  when  time  has  binnted 
the  sense  of  injury  with  a  lively  rocollectiou  of  early  associations  and  endearments — 
a  tenderness  and  a  longing  not  altogether  free  from  self-re.proach.  To  go  to  England 
was  to  go  home.  To  have  been  there  was  a  claim  to  especial  consideration.  They 
studied  English  history  as  the  beginning  of  their  own,  a  first  chapter  which  all  must 
master  thoroughly  who  would  understand  the  sequel.  England's  literature  was  their 
literature.  Her  great  men  were  their  groat  men.  And  when  her  flag  waved  over 
them  they  felt  as  if  the  spirit  which  had  borne  it  in  triumph  over  so  many  bloody 
fields  ha«l  descended  upon  them  with  all  its  inspiration  and  all  ite  glory.  They 
gave  Cuglish  names  to  their  townships  and  counties,  and  if  a  name  had  been  ground 
enough  to  btiild  a  pretension  upon,  more  than  one  English  noble  who  already  num- 
bered his  acres  in  the  Old  World  by  thousands  might  have  claimed  tens  of  thousands 
in  tho  New.  They  loved  to  talk  of  8t.  Paul's  and  Westminster  Abbey,  and  with  the 
lludson  and  the  Potomac  before  their  eyes  could  hardly  persuade  themselves  that  the 
Thames  wan  not  the  lirst  of  rivers." 

Mad  the  propoRitions  of  recoiicilintion  made  by  the  British  Goveru- 
mciit  ID  1780-'81  been  made  in  1775,  independence  would  not  have  been 
declared  in  1776.t 

Asa  mere  matter  of  political  reaRoning  the  main  positions  of  the 
Declaration  of  Independence  could  not  bo  overthrown.  That  declara- 
tion was,  however,  not  in  itself  a  diplomatic  appeal.  It  was  a  recital 
of  prior  appeals,  made  to  and  spnrned  by  the  parent  sovereign,  the 
most  conspicnous  of  which  was  by  Jefl'erson,  published  in  1774  in  Eng- 
land under  the  editorship  of  Burke.  If  there  were  any  documents 
which  might  be  called  diplomatic,  proceeding  from  the  United  States 
to  Great  Britain  prior  to  actual  war,  these  appeals,  with  those  of 
Franklin,  hereafter  given,  might  be  so  considered.  Tliej  were  meant 
in  good  faith.     When  they  avsserted  loyalty  to  the  British  crown,  it  was 

*  Greene's  Historical  View  of  tho  American  Revolution,  4tli  f*d.,  5. 

t  ''If  ever  cause  were  just  and  had  a  right  to  sncceHs,  it  was  that  of  tho  English 
Colouies,  which  roso  in  iuanrrcction  to  hccomo  the  United  States  of  America. 

"Opposition  in  their  cose  preceded  insurrection. 

"Their  opposition  was  founded  on  historic  right  and  on  facts,  on  rational  right  and 
on  ideas.''    (5  Qnizot's  History  of  France,  353.) 
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because  tlie  nntliors  of  these  appeals  felt  such  loyalty;  when  they 
declared  that  if  the  right  they  claimed  was  refused  it  would  be  main- 
taiued  by  force,  in  this  also  they  were  in  earnest, 

Arroganoe  of  British  tone.  §    21.  The   tOUC   Of  GeOrgO    III,   tO    whOHl    the 

direction  of  British  policy  towards  America  is 
mainly  imputable,  as  we  observe  it  in  his  correspondence  with  Lord 
North,  is,  as  to  Americans,  hard  and  overbearing  throughout  Not  one 
word  of  tenderness  towards  these  his  subjects  escapes  from  him.  They 
are  "rebels;^  they  are  "traitors''  and  "pirates;'*  they  are  without 
"courage;"  they  are  never  spoken  of  as  entitled  to  even  the  imnmui- 
ties  of  civilized  war;  they  are  to  be  "distressed"  by  every  kind  of 
predatory  brigandage,  the  more  the  better.  To  appeals  for  consid- 
eration to  AmericurU  prisoners  his  ear  was  closed,  and  Stormont,  his 
ambassador  at  Paris,  roughly  answered  a  courteous  application  from 
Franklin  for  exchange  that  he  "could  receive  no  communication  from 
rebels  except  one  of  submission."  Sandwich,  one  of  his  cabinet,  thus 
spoke  of  Americans  in  a  harangue  in  the  house  of  lords,  which  is  thus 
noticed  by  an  English  author: 

''It  was  on  this  occasion  (March  15, 1775)  that  Lonl  Sandwich — the  notable  *  Jeraoiy 
Twitchor'— delivered  that  crnol  and  insolent  tirade  against  the  valor  and  honor  of 
the  American  people  which  more  than  woightlor  wrongs,  tended  to  condrm  their 
nndying  aversion  to  the  British  aristocracy.  'Suppose/  he  snid,  'the  Colonies  to 
abound  in  men.  Of  what  importance  is  the  factf  They  are  raw,  undisciplined,  and 
cowardly.  I  wish,  instead  of  forty  or  fifty  thousand  of  these  brave  fellows,  they 
wonld  pro<luco  at  least  two  hundred  thousand.  The  more  the  better.  The  easier 
would  be  the  conquest.  At  the  siege  of  Louibburg  Sir  Peter  Warren  found  what 
egregious  cowards  they  were.  Delleve  me,  my  lords,  the  very  sound  of  a  oaunou 
wonld  send  them  ulT  as  fast  as  their  feet  woald  carry  them.'  ''* 

The  Duke  of  Oliandos,  in  moving  the  address  of  thanks  in  the  same 
debate,  rcfcrre<l  to  tlie  "  many  [Kiblic  and  private  virtues  of  the  sovereign, 
and  the  obstinacy,  baseness,  and  ingratitude  of  his  rebellious  subjects 
in  America;"  and  even  in  the  protest  of  the  minority  it  is  said  not  that 
the  allegation  of  the  cowardice  of  his  mnjcsty's  American  subjects  was 
not  true,  but  that  it  was  not  relevant  It  is  no  wonder  that  Franklin 
should  have  referred  to  these  statements  of  the  ministerial  position  as  a 
rciison  why  submission  on  our  part  wouUl  be  ignominious.* 

Even  by  so  accomplished  and  soldierly  a  man  as  Andr6  was  this  tone 

*  1  Jesse's  Meuiri.  George  ill,  591. 

In  a  note  the  same  writer  shows  that  to  the  valor  of  the  American  troops  the  capt- 
ure of  Louisburg  was  almost  exclusively  due.  "They  took  Louisburg  from  the 
French  single-handed,"  so  it  is  said,  adopting  a  speech  of  Hartley,  "without  any 
European  assistance;  as  mettled  an  enterprise  as  any  in  our  own  history;  an  everlast- 
ing monument  of  the  zeal,  courage,  and  perseverance  of  the  troops  of  New  England. 
The  men  themselves  dragged  the  cannon  over  a  morass  which  had  always  been  thought 
impassable,  where  neither  horses  nor  men  could  go,  and  they  carried  the  shot  upon 
their  backs." 

t  See  the  full  reports  in  Walsh's  Appeal,  90,  (4  to),  92. 
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assnmed,  and  it  naturally  would  not  have  boen  assumed  by  liim  if  not 
likely  to  be  acceptable  to  tbose  among  whom  he  moved.  We  have 
this  illustrated  in  a  ^Miterary  exercise"  held  in  !New  York  on  January 
7, 1779,  in  which  this  gallant  officer  read  a  ^^  dream  about  the  rebels," 
"  for  which,"  according  to  Bivington's  Royal  Gnzette  of  January  23, 
^*  he  gained  much  applause  from  the  fair  and  the  bold."* 

Yet  Andre,  from  whom  came  this  paper,  afterwards  so  widely  circu-, 
lated,  was  a  man  of  reflned  training  and  of  nrtistic  tsiates,  which  found 
exercise  in  the  pageantry  of  the  Mischianza,  to  be  presently  notiiu.'d, 
and  wns,  as  he  afterwards  showed  in  the  treachery  and  tragedy  in  whicli 
he  took  the  leading  part,  a  soldier  as  courageous  as  he  was  adventurous. 

B«''»ri*y-  §  22.  It  is  with  much  reluctance  that  the  toi»ic 

of  British  barbarity  during  the  revolutionary 
war  Is  here  taken  up.  It  is  impossible  for  us  to  forget  that  most 
of  those  concerned  in  directing  the  Revolution  in  this  country  were 
of  a  common  stock  with  those  who  were  struggling  in  England 
to  put  it  down ;  and  that  it  is  to  England  that  we  owe  our  early  lit- 
erature, and  many  of  those  liberal  principles  which  lie  at  the  founda- 
tion of  our  distinctive  American  system.  It  is  impossible  also  to  forget 
that  in  late  years  our  relations  with  England  have  been  intimate  and 
friendly ;  that,  aside  from  social  connections,  we  do  more  business  with 
England  and  her  dependencies  than  with  all  the  rest  of  the  world,  and 
that,  as  a  rule,  this  business  is  conducted  with  mutual  confidence  and 

*Iii  tliis  drcAiii,  which  supposes  oertaiii  eiuiiiotit  rebels  to  bo  called  int-o  court  Ibr 
Judgment,  "the  first  person  called  upon  wns  the  famous  Clilor-Justico  McKoan,  who 
1  found  ha<1  been  animated  by  the  same  spirit  which  formerly  possessed  the  memorable 
JcnVios.  I  could  not  but  observe  »  Hash  of  iiulignation  in  the  eyes  of  the  Judges  upon 
the  approach  of  this  culprit.  **  *  *  He  was  condemned  to  assume  the  shape  of  a 
blood-hound.  *  *  *  Tiie  black  soul  of  (William)  Livlugston,  which  wns  lit  for 
treason,  sacrilege,  and  spoil,  and  polluted  with  every  species  of  murder  and  in- 
iquity, was  condemned  to  howl  in  the  body  of  a  wolf.  •  •  •  The  President  of 
the  Congress.  Mr.  Jay,  next  appeared  before  the  tribunal,  and  his  trial  was  con- 
ducted with  all  the  solemnity  due  to  so  dislingiiiHliod  a  character.  I  heard,  with  emo- 
tions of  astonishment  and  concern,  that  in  various  human  forms  ho  h:v(1  been  remark- 
able for  a  mixture  of  the  lowest  cunning  and  most  nufiM^ling  barbarity.  •  *  * 
The  court  immuili.itely  thought  fit  to  order  that  this  criminal  should  transmigrate 
into  the  most  insidious  and  uiost  hateful  of  animals,  a  snake;  but,  to  prevent  his  be- 
ing able  any  longer  to  deceive  and  thereby  destroy,  a  large  set  of  rattles  was  aflixcd 
to  his  tail,  that  it  might  warn  mankind  to  shun  so  poisonous  a  being.  The  whole 
Continental  Army  now  piissed  in  review  before  mo.  They  were  forced  to  put  on  the 
shape  of  the  timid  hare,  whose  disposition  they  already  possessed.  With  ears  eicct, 
they  seemed  watching  the  first  approach  of  danger,  and  ready  to  lly  even  at  the 
appearance  of  it.  I5ut,  what  was  very  singular,  a  brass  ctdlar  was  nflixed  to  the  neck 
of  one  of  their  leaders,  on  which  I  saw  distinctly  the  following  line: 

'Thoy  win  the  flght  tbat  win  the  raoe,' 

alluding  to  the  maxim  he  had  always  pursued  of  making  a  good  nnd  timely  retreat." 
The  whole  of  this  paper  is  in  2  Moore's  Diary  Am.  Rev.,  120  £", 
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respect.  Yet,  on  the  other  haDcli  the  historian  of  the  lievolation  can 
not  fail  to  be  impressed  with  the  great  prominence  given  by  oar  dip- 
lomatists to  the  barbarity  with  whidi  Britain  condncted  the  war.  This 
barbarity,  as  will  be  seen  by  turning  to  the  index  with  which  this  toI- 
nme  opens,  was  the  subject  of  solemn  report  to  foreign  governments, 
and  to  no  loss  solemn  appeals  to  the  British  authorities,  challenging 
them  to  meet  the  charges  made.  The  papers  containing  those  state- 
ments and  appeals  will  be  found  in  the  following  pages;  and  particular 
reference  may  be  made  to  the  letters  of  Jay  to  Morris  of  October  6, 
177G;  of  Franklin  to  Hartley  of  October  14, 1777;  of  the  commissioners 
at  Paris  to  Yergennes  of  January  1, 1779;  of  Franklin  to  Hartley  of 
October  14, 1777,  of  September  3, 1778,  of  February  2, 1780;  of  Living- 
ston to  Adams  of  January  9, 1782 ;  of  Livingston  to  Dana  of  March  3, 
1782,  of  May  27, 1782,  of  December  17, 1782. 

Terrible  must  have  been  the  devastations  thus  wrought,  and  cruel  must 
have  been  the  spirit  in  which  they  were  perpetrated,  to  have  induced 
a  man  of  so  judicial  a  temi)er  and  calm  a  spirit  as  Jay  to  declare  that 
he  would  rather  consign  to  desolation  all  the  southeastern  section  of 
New  York,  embracing  the  city  itself,  and  that  long  belt  of  pleasant 
homes  on  the  North  and  East  liivers,  the  site  where  his  early  days 
had  been  spent  and  where  his  wife's  relatives  and  his  own  were  domi- 
ciled, than  see  it  subjected  to  British  sway.* 

But  wo  do  not  rest  on  revolutionary  authority  for  evidence  of  a  barbar- 
ism which  ussumes  a  prominent  position  in  our  history,  because  it  was  « 
on  the  one  side  a  chief  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  revolutionists  coming 
to  terms  with  the  mother  country,  and  on  the  other  side  one  of  the 
causes  of  the  growth  of  English  opposition  to  the  war.  By  no  class  of 
men  was  this  barbarism  more  fully  known,  by  none  were  its  pernicious 
consequences  more  keenly  felt,  than  by  such  of  the  loyalists  as  were 
not  tlieinselves  participi\nts  in  its  atrocities  and  the  plunder  it  pro- 
duced. Judge  Thonuis  Jones,  for  insU^nce,  was  an  eminent  New  York 
colonial  judge,  of  a  distinguished  New  York  family,  a  graduate  of 
Yale  College,  and  a  scholar  of  no  slight  attainments,  the  possessor  of 
a  large  lan<led  cstiite,  and  on  x^rinciple  strongly  attached  to  the  royal 
cause. 

No  one  knew  better  what  was  going  on  in  that  city  during  British  occu- 
pation than  did  Judge  Jones;  no  one  proved  himself,  by  his  devotion  at 
the  time  and  his  subsequent  sacrifices,  more  loyal  to  the  British  crown ; 
there  is  no  one  in  whose  veracity  we  can  more  confide  when  we  come 
to  his  narration  of  fiicts  with  which  he  was  personally  familiar.  Now, 
Judge  Jones  was  the  author  of  a  History  of  New  York  During  the  Kevo- 
lutionary  War,  in  two  volumes,  which  was  published  in  1779  by  the 
New  York  Historical  Society,  and  which  is  of  singular  interest  not 
merely  from  its  extrinsic  authority,  but  from  the  intrinsic  proofs  of 
truthfulness  exhibited  by  its  naturalness,  its  circumstantiality,  and  by 

*  See  Jay  to  Morris,  Oct.  6,  1776,  giveu  iu  full,  infrti, 
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tlie  obviously  sincere  expressions  of  pain  by  which  its  statements  of 
these  atrocities  are  marked.* 

In  volume  1,  page  137,  we  are  told  that  the  British  troops,  when  quar- 
tered at  Princeton,  *' among  other  plunder,  robbed  Nassau  Hall  of  its 
library,  its  mathematical  and  philosophical  instruments,  and  other  ap- 
purtenances." Ui)on  the  sacking  of  the  town  of  New  Haven,  in  Con- 
necticut, by  General  Tryon  in  June,  1779,  Yale  College,  was  plun- 
dered of  its  library,  consisting  of  many  thousand  books,  together 
with  other  valuable  property.  <*  In  the  same  month,  upon  plunder- 
ing and  burning  the  town  of  Norwalk  in  the  same  C4>lony,  under 
the  onlers  of  the  same  general  (Howe),  a  most  elegant,  large,  beau- 
tiful, and  well-collected  library,  an  heirloom  belonging  to  the  Mor- 
risaniana  family  in  the  county  of  Westchester,  which  had  for  safety 
been  removed  to  Norwalk,  was  pillaged,  carried  to  New  York,  and 
disposed  of  by  the  thieves,  the  robbers,  and  the  plunderers  in  the 
same  manner  as  those  plundered  in  New  York  had  been  before  dis- 

*  In  a  criticiBiii  by  Mr.  Henry  P.  Jobiislon  of  Judgo  Jones'  History  (N.  Y.,  D.  Ap- 
pleton  Sl  Co.,  18S0),  it  is  said  tliat  "living  afllnoutly  at  Qroat  Neck,  Lon^  Island, 
possessed  also  of  a  large  estate  in  New  York,  and  related  by  marriage  and  social 
tics  to  few  who  wore  not  as  firm  loyalists  as  blmseir,  bo  (Judge  Jones)  may  bo  re- 
garded as  the  type  of  the  American  snbjoct  whose  Infinoiice  King  George  imagined 
would  be  strong  enough  to  keep  at  least  the  province  of  New  York  from  drifting  into 
revolt.  From  17G9  to  1773  he  had  been  reconlcr  of  the  city,  when  lie  wxis  appointed 
tosncce<Hl  his  father  as  one  of  the  Justices  of  the  supremo  court  of  the  colony,  a  po- 
sition In  tlio  gift  of  tlie  royal  governor.  His  amooialions,  his  office,  his  conservative 
mold  combined  to  determine  his  relations  to  the  Revolution.''  But  while  these  infln- 
enoes  and  prejudices,  coupled  with  the  fact  that  he  was  not  in  any  sense  a  party  to 
thecouncilsof  the  Revolution,  and  that  what  he  knew  of  revolutionary  action  was 
largely  from  lioaitiay,  greatly  lesson  the  weight  of  his  chargon  against  revolutionary 
leaders,  they  strtuigthen  his  Htatemmits  of  such  misconduct  oC  nritish  ofiiccrs  as  bo 
personally  witnessed,  his  interest  being  closcJy  bound  up  with  the  maintcunnce  of  the 
Britisli  cause.  It  is  true  that  when  his  hist'Ory  was  writtru,  at  the  cIoho  of  the  war, 
he  was  much  embittered  agninst  the  Howes  and  against  Clinton,  to  whose  misman- 
agement he  charged  many  British  disiutters.  But,  allowing  for  this,  his  testimony  as 
to  official  misconduct  on  the  iiritish  side  comos  t.o  us  with  poculiar  strrngtli,  because 
he  speaks  as  the  representative  of  the  loyalist  aristocracy  of  Now  ^York,  some 
of  whom  were  in  British  service  during  the  occupation,  and  most  of  whom  were 
eye-witneases  of  the  circumstances  ho  relates.  Joiicm  was  hiinsolf  iuiprisonod  in 
Connecticut  for  six  months  in  177G,  and  f(»r  six  months  in  1771),  while  during  the 
Intervening  periofl  he  was  in  Now  York  under  i>aroI,  and  was  coiis(M|uently  pre- 
cluded from  taking  an  active  loyalist  part.  But  though  such  Wiis  the  c:isc,  ho  was 
a  social  leader  of  New  York  toryism  during  the  lievolution,  and  givos  us  accurately 
the  views  of  that  particular  society  in  which  the  British  officers  in  the  city  dis- 
tinctively moved.     (See  further  criticism  in  G  Mag.  Am.  History,  etc.,  4*21.) 

In  Galloway's  Cool  Thoughts  on  tho  Consequences  of  AnuM'icau  Independence,  pub- 
lished in  London  in  17H0  for  the  purpose  of  stirring  up  the  niiniHtry  to  more  vig- 
orous measures,  is  the  foUowing: 

"The  mode  of  carrying  on  tho  war,  more  cruel  to  friends  than  foes,  added  to  tho 
iohumanity  and  treachery  of  this  country  in  not  exerting  its  powers  for  their  relief, 
will  not  fail  to  create  permanent  enmity  and  reseutn)ent>s,  and  the  obligations  of 
gratitude  to  the  nation  which  shall  save  tlieui  from  our  ravages  will  stamp  impres- 
sions never  to  be  efiaced." 
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poBcd  of.  All  this  was  done  with  impunity,  publicly  and  openly.  No 
puiiisbnient  was  ever  inflicted  upon  the  plunderers.  No  attempts 
were  made  by  the  British  commanders  to  obtain  restitution  of  the 
stolen  goods,  nor  did  they  ever  discountenance  such  unjustifiable  i>ro- 
ceedings  by  issuing  orders  condemning  such  unmilitar^'  conduct  and 
forbidding  it  in  future.  In  short,  from  the  whole  conduct  of  the  army 
during  tlio  course  of  the  war  it  seemed  as  if  the  suppression  of  a 
dangerous  rebellion  was  but  a  secondary  consideration.  The  war,  in 
fact,  was  not  levied  at  rebellion,  but  at  the  treasury  of  Great  Britain; 
at  his  majesty's  loyal  subjects  within  the  lines;  indiscriminately  against 
all  persons  wherever  the  army  moved;  against  erudition,  religion,  and 
literature  in  general.  Public  libraries  were  robbed,  colleges  mined, 
and  churches  of  all  denominations  burned  and  destroyed;  while  plun- 
der, robberies,  peculation,  whoring,  gaming,  and  all  kinds  of  dissipa- 
tions were  cherished,  nursed,  encouraged,  and  openly  countenanced."* 

Burgoyne's  adoption,  in  the  summer  of  1777,  of  the  wilderness  routo 
through  Skcncsborougli,  which  proved  fatal  to  his  expedition,  is  charged 
to  corrupt  intluonces  brought  on  him  by  Golouel  Skene,  whose  property 
was  to  be  improved  by  the  proposed  military  road.t 

The  plundering  expedition  of  General  Grey  (afterwards  the  first  Earl 
Grey)  in  Connecticut  in  the  summer  of  1778  is  thus  narrated  :| 

"  QenoFAl  Clinton,  finding  nothing  to  be  clone,  rotnniod  to  New  York,  bnt  dispatched 
Genornl  Grey  with  nbont  four  thonsand  men,  under  the  convoy  of  some  frigateo,  t9 
the  oantward,  to  oxtorininato  the  nests  of  some  rebel  privateers  which  abounded  in 
the  harbors,  rivers,  and  crocks  about  Bnzzard's  Bay,  in  the  old  colony  of  PlyinoaUu 
This  businoss  was  cfTcctnally  performed.    At  Fairhavon  seventy  sail  of  shipping  were 
destroyed,  with  sinall  craft  in  abundance.    The  magazines,  wharfs,  stores,  ware-houses, 
rope-walks,  and  vessels  on  the  stocks  wore  all  burnt.    All  the  dweUing.honses  and 
lioly  edifices  dedicated  to  the  worship  of  Qod  shared  the  same  fate.     From  Fairhaven 
the  general  procoodml  to  Martha's  Vineyard,  the  Elizabeth  Isles,  Nantucket,  and 
Block  Island,  and  disarmed  the  inhabitants  (who  had  never  interfered  in  the  contest), 
laid  them  niidor  contribution,  plundered  their  houses,  and  brought  with  them  to  New 
York  about  two  thousand  sheop,  one  thonsand  fat  cattle,  fifteen  hundred  hogrsy  and 
nearly  five  hundred  horses,  exclusive  of  what  was  used  upon  theex[>edition.   The  sheep, 
cattle,  and  hogs  were  in  New  York  delivered  to  the  commissaries,  killed,  and  distrib- 
uted in  rations  to  thi«  army ;  and,  though  they  cost  the  commissary  nothing,  wore  the 
plniidor  of  a  licontiniis  army,  to  which  (in  point  of  conquest)  they  belongetl,  yet  ho 
had  the  conscionco  to  charge  the  crown  two  shillings  for  every  pound.     Ho,  besides, 
sold  the  head,  skins,  and  hides,  and  put  the  money  into  his  own  pocket.     The  horses 
were  delivered  to  the  quartermaster,  and  the  crown  charged  £20  sterling  for  each. 
No  wonder  that  commisHaries,  barrack-masters,  and  quar  term  asters  ma<lo  such  anmz> 
ing  estates  during  the  American  war.     Nor  is  it  a  wonder  that  John  Bull  got  tired  of 
this  wnr,  not  against  rebellion,  but  against  the  treasury  of  Great  Britain." 

While  this  s.yRtein  of  devastation  and  plunder  wtis  in  pursuance  of 
George  Ill's  instruction  that  the  time  had  come  to  ^^distress  tbe  rebels,^ 
it  added  greatly  to  the  obstacles  in  the  way  of  British  success.  Not 
only  was  the  population  on  which  the  outnip^es  were  committed  ni:ule 

•  I  Jones'  liist.,  ut  anpra,  Vi8.  t  Id,,  i,  201.  t  Jd.,  i,  27a 
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implaoablei  bat  the  British  army,  as  we  learn  from  this  high  loyalist 
aathorityi  was  corrupted  aud  enervated  by  the  plunder  and  by  the  igno- 
ble warfare  of  which  it  was  part. 

We  are  afterwards  told  by  Judge  Jones*  that  the  British  barrack- 
masters,  who  were  authorized  to  cut  down  the  woods  on  the  ''  i*ebel " 
estates  adjacent  to  Kew  York,  sold  this  wood  in  l^ew  York  at  j&4  8».  a 
cord,  that  the  ^'commanding  general"  prior  to  Oarleton  '< connived 
at  this  piece  of  wickedness,"  and  that  the  ^'  favorite  dulcinesis  of  Clinton, 
Uobertson,  and  Birch  were  all  sui)plied  with  large  quantities  of  wood 
by  their  onlers." 

In  a  letter  of  Bev.  Samuel  Peters  of  December  9, 1779,  <<  based  ui>ou 
letters  from  Canada,"  given  by  Judge  Jones,!  we  have  the  following 
reply  on  behalf  of  loyal  provincials  to  Bnrgoyne's  charge  that  ''his 
defeat  was  brought  on  him  by  the  ill  conduct  of  the  Indians,  Canadi- 
ans, and  provincials,  on  whom  he  found  too  late  was  no  dependence:" 
'* General  Burgoyne,"  says  Peters,  ''while  at  Quebec,  encouraged  the 
Indians  to  join  him  under  their  own  captains  and  to  flght  the  enemy  in 
their  own  way;  the  only  argument  that  could  have  prevailed  with  the 
Indians  to  join  him."  It  seems,  however,  that  he  afterwards  endeav- 
ored to  stop  their  excesses,  "  whereupon  they  set  up  their  howl,  fled, 
and  left  him." 

It  is  further  stated  that  the  books  in  the  public  libraries  of  New  York 
were  carried  off  and  sold  by  British  soldiers  during  their  occupancy .{ 
We  are  also  told  that  "Arnold,"  after  his  Virginia  raid,  '*  returned  to 
New  York  as  rich  as  a  nabob  with  the  plunder  of  Virginia.  Phillips 
was  now  sent  to  make  his  fortune  out  of  what  Arnold  left  nnplundcred." 

The  plundering  of  St.  Eustsitia  by  the  British  in  1781  w^is  the  subject 
of  resolute  remonstrance  by  London  merchants.  *'  Having  ))a86ed  the 
bounds  of  all  shame,"  to  quote  from  another  authority,  "we  have  re- 
turned the  forbearance  of  the  French  at  the  Grensulas  to  our  proprie- 
tors by  the  contrary  practice  at  St.  Eustatia;  Lord  George  Gcnuain, 
however,  out  of  modesty  or  [)rlde,  has  refused  to  avow  this  scandalous 
proceeding  under  his  hand  in  his  answer  to  our  merchants,  who  have 
remonstrated  against  it."§ 

"Yesterday  we  learned  that  La  Mothe  Piquet,  who  had  lain  in  am- 
bush (no  sea  term,  I  doubt)  at  the  mouth  of  the  channel,  had  fallen  in 
au  beau  viilieu  of  our  licet  from  Eu»tatia,  laden  with  the  plunder  of  all 
nations,  and  has  Uiken  at  least  twenty  of  them.  The  two  men-of-war 
and  two  frigates  that  convoyed  all  that  spoil  took  to  their  heels  and, 
to  tsilk  like  an  Irishman,  are  on  Irish  ground  in  one  of  their  harbors." || 

One  of  the  most  candid  and  intelligent  contributions  on  the  British 

*  1  Joues'  lUbi.f  ut  aujiraf  i,  341. 

t  Id,,  i,  083. 

X  Id,,  ii,  13C,  137. 

$  Walpole  to  Miuiou,  Mar.  3,  1781 ;  8  Cunninghaiu's  Wnlpole,  23. 

I  Wal|)ole  to  Mutiou,  May  16,  1781 ;  Id,,  40. 
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wero  extended  wherever  ravaging  squads  could  penetrate,  wherever 
an  armed  vessel  could  find  entrance.  There  was  no  retaliation  berey  for 
the  British  had  here  no  homes  to  be  desecrated ;  no  village  cUarobes 

izcd  pooplo  from  tho  mosi  barbarous  savages.  If  suoh  language  could  be  employed 
by  suck  a  iiiaii,^it  is  easy  to  C'Ouccivo  hovr  fierce  a  spirit  must  have  been  abroad, 
lu  tlio  dissolution  of  ali  govornmout,  mob  intimidation  had  a  great  power  over  poU- 
ticiauH,  and  mobs  are  always  in  favor  of  the  strongest  measures,  and  tho  adoption  of 
tlio  policy  of  armed  rosistauco  ha<l  naturally  given  an  increased  power  to  those  who 
luul  boon  tbo  first  to  advocato  it.  Every  step  which  was  taken  in  England  added  to 
tbo  exasperation.  Already  the  Americans  had  been  proclaimed  rebels  and  aU  com- 
niorcial  intercourse  with  them  hod  l>een  forbidden.  The  petition  of  Congress  to  the 
king,  which  was  the  lost  serious  eifort  of  America  for  pacification,  was  duly  taken 
over  to  England ;  but  after  a  short  delay  Lord  Dartmouth  informed  the  delegates 
that  no  answer  would  bo  given  to  it.  An  act  of  Parliament  was  passed  authorising 
tho  confiscation  of  all  American  ships  and  cargoes  and  of  all  vessels  of  other  nations 
trading  with  tho  American  ports,  and  by  a  clause  of  especial  atrocity  the  command- 
ers of  the  British  ships  of  war  were  empowered  to  seize  the  crews  of  all  American 
vc()Sols  and  compel  them,  under  pain  of  being  treated  as  mutineers,  to  serve  against 
their  couutryiiion.  AU  tlieao  things  contributed  to  sever  the  Colonies  from  amioable 
connection  with  England  and  to  make  the  prospect  of  reconciliation  appear  strange 
and  remote.  Separation,  it  was  plausibly  said,  was  the  act  of  the  British  Parliament 
itself,  which  had  thrown  the  thirteen  Colonies  out  of  the  protection  of  the  orown.'' 
(Lccky*s  History  of  England,  452.) 

The  ferocity  permitted  in  the  British  army  is  exhibited  in  an  incidental  passage 
in  a  family  letter  to  Lady  Ossory,  written  by  her  brother-in-law,  General  ]*Htspatrick, 
from  ''the  head  of  Elk  River,  Maryland,  September  1,  1777,''  and  afterwards  pub- 
lished in  a  note  to  a  letter  to  Lady  Ossory  in  7  Cunningham's  Walpole,  3 : 

"  Tho  scene  wo  arc  witnesses  to  is  tho  most  vile  and  execrable  that  can  be  conceived. 
A  soldier  of  oiira  was  yesterday  taken  by  the  enemy  beyond  our  lines  who  had 
chopped  ofi*  au  unfortunate  woman's  fingers  in  order  to  plunder  her  of  her  rings.  / 
really  think  tho  return  of  this  army  to  England  is  to  he  dreaded  by  tho  peaoeableinhabitania, 
and  tpill  occasion  a  jfrodigious  intrcase  of  htmnessfor  Sir  J,  Fielding  and  Jack  Ketch, 
[am  sure  tho  oj/ico  of  tlie  latter  can  never  find  more  deserving  objects  for  its  ex€rci9e," 

See  further  on  tbiH  topic  8  Peun.  Mag.  of  Am.  Hist.,  etc.  (part  1),  4'^. 

Horace  Walpolu  thus  reports  Burke's  speech  on  Burgoyne's  appeal  to  the  Indians 
to  come  in  oh  auxiliarius : 

*'  Ho  (Durgoynu)  exhorted  tlioni  (the  Indians),  by  the  dictates  of  our  holy  religion 
and  by  their  reverence  for  our  constitution,  to  rox>air  to  his  mi^jesty's  standard. 
'  Where  wiia  that  f '  said  Burke.  '  On  boanl  Lord  Dunniore's  ship.'  And  he  exhorted 
them  (I  suppoHO  by  the  same  divine  and  human  laws)  not  to  touch  the  hair  of 
tho  head  of  man,  woman,  or  child  while  living,  though  ho  was  willing  to  deal  with 
them  for  scalps  of  the  dead,  being  a  nice  and  distinguished  judge  between  the 
scalp  taken  from  a  dca<l  person  and  the  head  of  a  person  that  dies  of  being  scalped. 
'Let  IIS  Htaio  this  CliriHtian  exliorlation  and  Christiaft  ipj unction,' said  Burke,  <by 
a  more  family  picture.  Suppose  there  was  a  riot  on  Tower  Hill,  what  would  tho 
Keeper  of  his  Majesty's  Lions  do  f  Would  ho  not  fiing  open  the  dens  of  tho  wild 
beasts  and  then  address  them  thus :  "My  gentle  lions,  my  humane  bears,  my  senti- 
mental wolves,  my  tender-hearted  hyenas,  go  forth ;  but  I  exhort  yon,  as  ye  are- 
Christians  and  members  of  a  civilized  society,  to  take  care  not  to  harm  a  woman  or 
child  I" ' "  This  speech,  according  to  Walpole,  was  '*  wonderful;  his  wit  made  North, > 
Rigby,  and  ministers  laugh ;  his  pathos  drew  tears  down  Barry's  oheeks."  (Walpole 
to  Mason,  Februjiry  12, 177G,  7  Cunningham's  Walpole,  29.) 

In  Walsh's  Appeal  Chatham's  speech  is  thus  reported : 

"  It  will  be  at  once  understood  that  I  mean  the  employment  of  the  savages  as  max* 
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or  librariw  or  scbools  to  be  rutlilesBly  burned;   no  acenumlatioD  of 
Btotea  ou  wbicli  womeu  aud  childreu  depeuded  to  be  destroyed.* 

piMainiMinDdhiTitT.  I  33.  Tlie  liigh  authority  of  Judge  Tbomaa 

Joites,  as  tbe  liistorian  of  tli»  Britisli  occupation 
of  ^ew  York,  was  noticed  in  tlio  hist  section.  Hia  cliftracterizatiou  of 
the  dIssolutoDOSS  tliat  pervaded  the  Bt-itisti  occupiviicy  of  Kew  York  is 
too  minute  iu  its  uoarso  and  eliockin^;  detnils  to  Ih3  here  rujiroditeed, 
llmrJMi;  au  onorniity  ofranuor  mid  ileHporatu  luiibition  wliicb  ilrew  down  tliose  bloat- 
ing UiDndorB  from  the  goiiiiin  Cliutliniii,  tliitt  Biieiu  to  Im)  Htill  Lnanl  nliou  ne  look  at 
the  faint  iin»go  of  lliom  convo;uri  ia  thu  p»r1inineiit»r,T  liiHlury.  Two  years  aftnr  tLo 
oommencoDioutor  tlie  Itovulntiun  liiul  (liis  prn|ihelic  hiuI  KviianiiiB  npirit  to  toll  Ilia 
ootintrjDiou  iu  au  agonjr  of  Bliame  unil  giief,  '  It  is  not  a  wild  aud  UwIcm  banditti 
iT]ioin  ire  oppoeo;  the  rMJetaiice  of  Amarica  Jn  Iho  etruf;(;ln  of  free  and  virtuous 
patriot*.'  Tiio  cruoltj  aud  degrjiorocy  i>f  owmciutiiig  to  tiio  liritiah  arma  tlio  land- 
kmmic  oad  MetUplng-knlfe ;  of '  trndickliitt  at  the  ■liamblea  of  ovory  Geroma  doapot' — 
for  thopurpOBOof  crusliing  that  reniBtanoe,  of  hntchorlnj;  a  poople  chiefly  descended 
from  British  loins,  and  from  it  hose  labors  Britain  had  ntnpod  ho  rich  a  harvest  of 
power  and  glory ,  might  well  produce  the  'saucliflud  frenzy  'to  wtiicli  he  was  wrought. 
Biit  bo  recollected,  liesidcs,  how  long  that  people  hail  alniKgled  with  '  the  morcilcaa 
Indian'  fiir  the  poaaMnion  of  thn  soil  on  wbiuh  tliey  had  ruared  KngtJah  communitioa 
and  iuetitnliona,  and  lie  felt,  in  eoving  the  tiaiiio  Inveterate  enemy  led  bock  npon 
them  by  the  country  for  whoso  benefit  nearly  as  innch  as  llieir  own  they  had  fought 
•o  bravely  aud  blnl  so  profusely,  the  iiecnliar  hanlBblp  and  bUtorneBsof  their  lot 
and  the  anparultolod  bitrbarlty  and  calloiisnoss  of  England.  There  wis  enough 
to  ronaa  all  the  energlos  of  bia  humanity  and  biq  patrlolUni  in  the  item  wbiofa  the 
ttwwuryacoonnlsprosontf^  of  £160,000  sterling  for  tlio  purchnso  of  warlike  noeouter- 
ueDlafor  the  savages;  in  that  pbrnm,  as  ridiculous  an  it  wa«i  feToclouB,  of  Biirgoyne's 
speech  to  the  congreeeof  Indians  at  (ho  river  Bai|Uel  (Jnno '21,  1777),  'Oo  forth  in  the 
might  of  your  valor  and  yonr  cniisii ;  strike  at  the  couitnon  onntnips  of  Great  Britain 
and  America,  diatnrbera  of  public  order,  poitco,  and  Iinppinoaa ;  doplToyora  of  com- 
merce; parrlciduB  of  the  state ;'  and  in  tlie  proclamation  of  Governor  Tony  n,  of  Enat 
Florida,  ofTering  a  reward  for  every  American  aculp  iIuIivukhI  U>  persoofl  appointed 
to  leoeive  them."    (Walnh'n  Appnnl,  part  i,  f  vi,  p.  lUG.) 

*  It  was  saiil  by  Mr.  Gladsbiiio,  in  B]>oaking  of  the  Bulgarian  atrocities,  "that 
11  IB  inonatrons  tu  place  on  the  aaine  fooling  Hie  cmeltinH  of  tlin  oppremed  and  tlio 
enieltir'S  of  theoppruaaor;"  and  this  diHtinctinn,  whatever  miiy  havo  been  tUocode 
at  the  closD  of  the  rnvolntionnry  wiir,  when  the  bulllgeruliUi  hUxhI  somewhat  ou  an 
equality,  applien  in  full  force  In  tlu'  phin  of  tlin  cainpuign  nn  directed  by  Ounrgo  III. 
It  was  in  accordance  with  thitt  plan  that  Indians  were  nniployiHl  to  devoaUto  and 
to  aMitMinate  without  regard  ta  sex  or  ugn;  that  foreign  uicrconHries  were  brought 
to  the  field  not  from  palriotie  or  loyul  iiioUvch,  but  for  money;  and  that  Americana 
were  by  royal  diruetioo  "  diatrussod  "  by  secret  military  excursions  ta  ptnnder  nnd 
bnm  np  defenseless  villages. 

AsBUlllastration  of  a  very  diflViront  epirit  on  the  Acnerican  niilo  mny  be  given  tho 
following  letter  from  Paul  Jones  to  Lady  Selkirk,  dated  March  t,  1780  (Cong.  Li- 
brary H8S,): 

"  I  have  now  the  satiafactiou  to  inform  you  that  Congress  has  relinquished  their 
teal  or  snpposcd  interoat  in  the  pinle,  and  fur  my  own  part  I  acoru  to  a<ld  to  my  for- 
tnae  bj  auch  an  acqnisition.  As  for  tho  part  claimed  by  the  few  niou  who  landed 
with  me  at  8t.  Mary's  Isle,  it  Ib  of  lilUo  coiineqnonco,  and  they  aro  alrondy  aatiafled. 
Thua  yoa  ace,  mulam,  that  tho  eaH'a  objoclion  is  removed.  Tlio  ptato  ia  lodged  oow 
in  the  bands  of  Mossni.  Goorlado  Moylaii,  who  hold  it  at  your  diH|>oeal." 
20  WH  305 


§  23.]  INTKODUCTIOK.  [CHAP.  IL 

• 
bat  affording  as  it  does  ao  unquestionably  accurate  descriptiou  by  au 

iutelligcnt  aud  conscieutious  eye-wituess  of  the  outrages  of  that  ooca- 
paucy,  it  gives  the  historical  critic  material  to  elucidate  allusions  and 
appeals  in  our  diplomatic  correspondence  which  otherwise  would  be 
inexplicable,*  throwing  light  on  the  apparent  harshness  of  Washing- 
ton and  of  Congress  in  the  cases  of  Andr6  aud  of  Asgill,  the  austerity 
of  Washington's  bearing  in  his  intercourse  with  emissaries  from  the 
British  headquarters,  and  the  Puritan  tone  of  some  of  the  public  docu- 
ments of  the  day,  reminding  us  of  that  of  the  leaders  of  the  English  revo- 
lution of  1640,  who  felt  that  their  revolt  was  as  much  against  a  dissolute 
court  as  against  a  tyrannical  imnce.  Of  the  strength  of  this  reproba- 
tion we  have  a  curious  illustration  in  a  letter  of  Gerard  to  Yergennes, 
dated  at  Philadelphia  on  August  24,  1778,i  in  which,  according  to 
Doniol,  ^'  on  the  occasion  of  a  banquet  which  Gerard  gave  to  Oongress 
on  the  festival  of  St.  Louis,  in  return  for  one  which  Oongress  had  given 
to  him,  the  whole  of  that  body  was  assembled  at  his  house,  and  was 
enthusiastically  celebrating  his  mtgesty's  anniversai*y.  He  wished  to 
conclude  the  evening  with  a  ball,  but  he  was  informed  that  he  would 
oblige  them  by  giving  up  his  intention,  as  it  was  desired  to  *  establish 
a  strict  line  of  demnrkation  between  the  whigs  and  the  tories,  especially 
between  the  women,'  and  they  brought  forward  as  a  final  objection  a 
law  which  had  been  passed  at  the  suggestion  of  the  Presbyterians,  at 
the  beginning  of  the  revolt,  to  prohibit  public  amusements,  in  order  to 
obtain  the  protection  of  Heaven."  / 

The  letters  of  Bichard  Henry  Lee  and  of  Samuel  Adams,  the  former 
of  whom  at  least  was  no  <'  Presbyterian,"  teem  with  denunciations  of 
the  examples  of  gross  immorality  thus  set  in  our  great  cities,  viewing 
such  conduct  as  an  additional  reason  for  the  pursuance  of  that  "root 
and  branch"  system  which  those  eminent  revolutionists  advocated; 
and  even  Franklin,  careless  Gallic  as  they  held  him  to  be,  more  than 
once  appeals  to  British  licentiousness  in  New  York  and  Philadelphia 
not  merely  as  a  reason  for  totally  existing  off  the  British  yoke,  but  as  a 
warning  to  ourselves  of  the  consequences  of  thus  indulging  in  a  licen- 
tiousness which  enervates  those  yielding  to  it,  while  it  repels  all  others. 
As  showing  tbo  popular  verdict,  Kicliard  Henry  Lee,  in  one  of  his  let- 
ters written  immediately  alter  the  British  evacuation,  mentions  that 
in  a  procession  gotten  up  to  commemorate  that  deliverance  one  of  the 
conspicuous  objects  was  a  gigantic  effigy,  dressed  up  to  parody,  by  ab- 
surdncss  and  impudence  of  eostumo,  the  mistresses  to  whom  the  British 
generals  were  said  to  have  devoted  themselves,  and  who  was  in  this 
attire  and  with  otber  emblems  denoting  profligacy  and  rapacity  pa- 

•  Soo  1  JoDcss'  IliBtory  of  Now  York,  171,176,189,253,351;  2  id.,  57,87,423.  The 
Banio  infatnoas  sceDcs  wei-e  oxiiibitod  in  Philadelphia,  whoro  Howe  i>a8sed  the  win- 
ter, ''corrupting  his  own  army  by  his  example  of  licentionsness  and  teaching  the 
younger  officers  to  ruin  themselves  by  gaming."    (10  Bancroft's  United  States,  12,) 

t  Douiol,  iii,  39G. 
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railed  before  the  town.  When  we  recollect  tbat  similar  caricatures  were 
paraded  in  England  and  Scotland  during  the  great  Puritan  reactions,  we 
may  condone  the  coarseness  of  this  Philadelphia  parade  of  1778.  And 
when  we  recur  to  Judge  Jones'  pages  it  is  impossible  not  to  see  that 
the  profligacy  the  Philadelphia  procession  parodied  was  worse  than 
even  the  worst  profligacy  of  the  Stuarts. 

When  Franklin  was  told  that  Sir  William  Howe  had  taken  Phiia. 
delphia,  his  answer  was  that  it  was  more  likely  that  Philadelphia  had 
taken  Sir  William  Howe.  There  can  be  now  no  question  that  the  stay 
of  the  British  army  in  Philadelphia  in  the  winter  and  spring  of  1778 
was  damaging  to  the  British  cause.  During  this  occupation  seven  hun- 
dred of  the  private  soldiers  deserted ;  while  the  conduct  of  the  oflicers 
was  marked  by  a  luxury  in  singular  contrast  with  the  stern  endurance 
of  excessive  hardships  shown  by  Washington  and  those  who  served 
under  him  at  Yalley  Forge.  The  effect  of  the  contrast  on  men  of  gen- 
erous spirit  must  have  been  very  great  The  same  volume  of  the  Lon- 
don Annual  Register  which  gives  the  account  of  the  British  retreat 
from  Philadelphia  contains  a  letter  from  <<  an  officer  at  Philadelphia,'^ 
dated  May  23, 1778,  narrating  the  particulars  of  the  '^  Mischianza"  exhib- 
ited in  Philadelphia  at  the  departure  of  General  Howe.*  This  was 
a  sort  of  tournament,  ^^ according  to  the  customs  and  ordinances  of 
ancient  chivalry,"  in  which  the  ^'General  and  Admiral"  took  part,  and 
in  which  the  principal  male  actors  were  '^knights  dressed  in  ancient 
habits  of  white  and  red  silk,  and  mounted  on  gray  horses,  richly  capar- 
isoned in  trappings  of  the  colors,"  attended  by  their  esquires  on  foot. 
As  chief  of  the  ''  knights  "  appeared  Lord  Gathcart,  attended  by  two 
young  black  slaves,  with  sashes  and  drawers  of  blue  and  white  silk, 
wearing  large  silver  clasps  round  their  necks  and  arms,  their  breasts 
and  shoulders  bare.  Then  came  six  knights,  one  of  whom,  Gaptaiu 
Audrd.  was  the  designer  of  the  pageant,  and  left  some  lively  sketches 
commemorating  it.  The  tournament  was  for  the  purpose  of  determin- 
ing the  claims  of  ^<  the  ladies  of  the  Blended  liose  and  the  ladies  of  the 
Burning  Mountain"  for  superior  charms.  There  were  many  '*  flouiishes 
of  trunn>ets"  and  "galloping  of  steeds,"  and  rockets,  and  plumes  of 
feathers;  yet  on  those  who  had  gazed  on  exhibitions  under  more  gorgeous 
and  sumptuous  auspices  the  scene  must  have  somewhat  palled.  The 
house  which  was  selected  as  the  site  of  the  indoor  dancing  was  the  old 
Wharton  mansion,  whose  Quaker  master,  with  his  family,  was  uncere- 
moniously ejected  to  make  room  for  the  display.  The  Quakers,  who 
formed  a  large  and  inlluenliiil  portion  of  the  population  of  the  city, 
and  who  heretofore  had  inclined  towards  the  crown,  were  not  a  little 
shocked  at  such  frivolity  at  such  a  crisis,  whose  momentous  solemnity 
most  of  them,  embracing  some  of  the  principal  capitalists  of  the  city, 
well  knew.    Old  loyalists,  who  had  been  trained  in  lilngland  or  in 

•  See  4  Mag.  of  Anior.  lliatory,  etc.,  200;  Arnold's  Lifo  of  1).  Arnokl,  224. 
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English  ways,  shuddered  at  the  spoctacley  on  acooant  not  only  of  its 
tawdnuess,  but  of  its  nnsuitableness  at  such  a  period  aud  in  snob  oon- 
ditious.  The  respect  felt  for  British  arms  wonld  not  have  been  height- 
eued  among  such  observons  by  the  spectacle  of  the  employment  of  those 
arms,  not  agaiust  Washingtou's  besieging  army,  but  in  deciding  in 
sham  fights  whether  the  ladies  of  the  Burning  Mountain  were  more 
beautiful  than  the  ladies  of  the  Blended  Bose.  The  contrast  between 
Washington's  besieging  army,  enduring  in  that  bitter  winter  hardships 
in  itD  huts,  and  Ilowe's  army,  dissolved  in  dissolute  frivolity  in  thecityy 
was  not  unlike  that  between  Hogarth's  industrious  and  idle  apprentices, 
and  with  analogous  Incidents.  It  is  not  strange  that  after  this  exhibition 
respect  for  the  revolutionary  cause  increased  as  that  for  Britain  diniin- 
ished.*  Serious  and  patriotic  men  (and  such  men  composed  a  large  and 
influential  proportion  of  the  population  of  the  Colonies)  conld  not  but  feel 
that  as  between  the  spirit  of  Philadelphia  and  that  of  Valley  Forge  in 

*  A  bitter  loyaliut  attack  on  ilio  Misohianza  will  bo  fonnd  iu  the  Lomloii  Cliron- 
iolo  for  July  17-20,  1779.  It  was  "nausooos."  "Cloopatra"  liorsolf  proBided  over 
tho  frivolous  iiytupbs  uud  tbo  no  loss  frivolous  boroes,  and  "  all  ibis  modloy  of  m 
triunipli  was  luado  iu  bouor  of  a  novor-oonqaoriug  hero  apou  his  loeing"  a  lai;ge  part 
of  tbo  Hritisb  possessions. 

Lord  (Admiral)  IIowo's  biographer  speaks  of  the  Miscbiansa  in  terms  which  would 
show  that  British  critics  wore  not  insensible  of  tbo  absnrdity  and  inappropriatonesB 
of  tbo  porforiuauco.  It  is  called*  a  ''silly  exhibition,"  and  we  are  told  that  it  was 
abused  and  happily  ridiculed  by  that  vagabond  Paine  as  foUows:  "Ho  fCSoneral 
Ho  wo]  bouuccs  off  with  bis  bombs  and  burning  hearts  sot  upon  tbo  iiillars  of  his  tri- 
unipb.'il  arch,  which,  at  the  proper  time  of  tho  show,  burst  out  in  a  shower  of  squibs 
and  crackers  aud  other  fire* works  to  tbo  delectable  amusement  of"  certain  young 
ladies  named  by  Puiue.     (Barrows'  Life  of  IIowo,  115.) 

Judge  Jones,  a  strong  loyalist,  in  his  History  of  Now  York  (1,  251  and  2G1),  scowls 
at  the  Miscbiuiiza  ;ih  a  ridiculous  farce,  shocking  at  such  a  crisis. 

In  Boston  Sir  William  Howe's  life  was  as  scandalous  as  in  Pbiladolphia  and  in  Now 
York,  Hpcudiug  his  time  "at  tho  faro  table  and  the  theater,  uud  carrying  on  au  affaire 
iVamoiir  with  a  popular  belle  of  the  day;"  so  that  in  newspapers  he  became  the  Marc 
Antony  whom  a  Boston  Cleopatra  betrayed.    (Baxters  Digby's  Journal,  155.) 

In  the  Loudon  Chronicle  for  August  14-17,  1779,  volamo  2,  page  259,  a  supposed 
epitaph  on  Howe  is  given,  iu  which  is  the  following : 

"A  boundless  rapacity  allured  him  to  so  atrocious  a  system  of  roUnod  and  deliber- 
ate treachery,  ever  dreading  the  glory  of  victory  and  of  conquest  as  tending  to 
shorten  tho  period  of  tho  war  and  to  withdraw  him  from  tho  ombozzlemeut  of  tbo 
ptiblic  treasure.  Tbns,  a  parricido  to  his  country,  ho  was  moreover  distiugnisbcd  in 
tho  features  of  his  private  character,  for  the  uniform  dissoluteness  of  his  conduct 
denioustrated  his  degradation." 

Tho  paper  in  which  this  appears  was  the  channel  in  which  the  refugoos  frequently 
put  forth  their  views. 

Sir  William  Howe,  we  are  agaiu  told  (London  Chronicle,  August  21-26, 1779),  •*  pre- 
ferred," at  the  critical  campaign  of  June,  1778,  "  tho  pleasures  of  indolence  and  dis- 
sipation to  a  discbarge  of  his  duty  to  his  country."  Tbo  indifference  of  the  ministry 
to  appeals  of  tiiis  character,  coming  from  loyalists  of  standing,  can  only  be  ex- 
plained by  taking  into  account  tbo  toleration  then  shown  to  moral  taints  iu  pnblio 
mon  such  as  would  not  now  bo  condoned,  and  whioh  place  Howe  iu  such  marked  con- 
trast wilh  such  succeeding  British  generals  as  Ilavelook  aud  Raglan.    A  ministry 
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that  memorable  winter^  their  lot,  whatever  might  have  been  their  pre- 
vious predilectious,  was  to  be  with  Valley  Forge.  And  to  men  of  en- 
thusiasm who  entered  into  the  contest,  as  did  La  Fayette,  acquainted 
with  the  hollowness  even  of  8i>ectacles  far  more  gorgeons  than  those  of 
the  Mischianza,  Valley  Forgo  exhibited  the  character  of  Washington 
and  the  canse  he  led,  in  a  grandeur  which  drew  from  them  veneration, 
seal,  and  devotion. 

What  followed  increased  this  feeling.  The  Delaware  Biver,  down 
which  had  floated  the  gaily-dressed  vessels  of  the  Mischianza,  boisterous 
with  revelry,  was  in  a  few  days  to  witness  the  same  vessels,  their  finery 
stripped  off,  carry iug  to  the  Jerseys  not  only  the  British  army  retreat- 
ing before  the  gaunt  and  haggard  troops  which  had  been  encamped 
at  Valley  Forge,  but  a  crowd  of  refugees  who  had  been  lured  by  Brit- 
ish promises  to  accept  British  protection  and  British  allegiance  in  Phil- 

which  bail  Qermain  and  Saodwich  amoDg  its  loaders  wonld  see  nothing  iu  itself 
eensnrable  in  the  dissoluteness  of  Howe.  Yet  this  dlssolateuess,  the  oxampio  of  which 
Howe  sot  and  the  ostentations  spread  of  which  ho  ouoonragod,  was  as  mnch  an  cle- 
ment in  the  revolt  of  men  of  sobriety  and  religious  earnestness  in  177G-^  as  was  tho 
dissolntenens  of  Buckingham  and  his  associates  an  clement  in  the  revolt  of  men  of 
the  same  class  in  1620.  As  iu  some  degree  explaining  Howe's  ostentation  of  immoral- 
ity an«l  tho  partiality  shown  him  and  his  brother  by  George  III,  we  may  recollect 
that  the  grandmother  of  the  Howes  was  the  Baroness  Kilmansegge,  the  mistress  of 
George  I. 

In  a  very  powerful  article  in  the  Caledonian  Mercnry,  republished  in  the  Pennsylva- 
nia Gazette  of  June  9, 1779,  Howe's  campaigns  are  said  to  be  marked  by  "  delay 
without  pmdenco  and  success  without  advantage  ;'*  and  the  canse  of  his  failure  is 
direetly  chargc<l  to  the  gaming-table  and  to  the  sexual  oxcossos  iu  which  he  indulgoil. 
These,  coupled  with  tho  frivolity  of  tho  Misohianza,  aro  UHcd  hr  an  appeal  not  nioroly 
for  Howe's  disgrace,  but  for  tho  discontinuance  of  a  war  to  which  such  iufanious  mis- 
conduct seemed  incidental. 

A  strong  and  coarso  statement  of  Howe's  indolence  and  licentiousness,  as  destroy- 
ing his  militaty  activity,  is  mado  by  General  Charles  Leo,  in  his  letter  of  June  4,  1778, 
to  "  Rush,"  as  publishod  in  CharloH  Leo's  Menu»ir8,  Lontlon,  179*2,  424.  Tho  copy  I 
have  before  me  came  from  tho  library  of  General  Sir  H.  Clinton,  wlioso  marginal  notc« 
aro  placed  against  tlio  passages  from  which  he  diRHOntecl.  To  thiM  passage  there  is  no 
expression  of  dissent  attached. 

Of  Burgoyne,  Madame  Riedesel,  whoso  opportnnitios  of  observation  as  wife  of  a 
German  olBcer  of  tlio  highest  rank  were  great,  and  whow  accuracy  can  not  be  dis- 
pntod,  thus  writes: 

"Ho  spent  half  the  nights  [of  his  campaign  of  1777]  in  .siii;j;iiig  and  drinking  and 
anmsing  himself  with  the  wife  of  a  commissary,  who  v/hh  IiIh  iiiiHtress,  and  who,  as 
well  as  he,  loved  champagne."  (See,  for  otlier  references  on  this  point,  Baxter's  Dig- 
by's  Jonmal,  42.) 

In  an  intercepted  letter  from  Earl  Percy  to  Sir  Henry  Clinton,  datoil  Febrnary  28, 
1781,  after  speaking  of  tho  irresolution  of  the  ministry  and  its  want  of  wisdom  and 
energy,  he  says : 

"  Thus  wo  seem  by  some  fatality  or  other  always  to  niistimo  every  operation.  In- 
deed, notwithstanding  our  situation  is  so  critical  a  one,  we  bgv.ux  to  interest  ourselves 
much  more  about  tho  fate  of  a  French  dancer  than  the  fate  of  this  country."  (MSS., 
Department  of  State.) 

As  to  the  example  set  by  Sandwich,  who  was  at  tho  head  of  the  navy,  soe  tn/ra, 
i  27,  note. 
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adclphia,  and  who  now,  to  the  naniber  of  several  thousaod,  found  them- 
selves, as  we  will  see  in  the  next  section,  driven  by  fear  to  fly  from  the 
city  into  desolate  exile. 

Shortly  afterwards  occurred  in  Philadelphia  the  reception  by  Oon- 
gross,  returned  from  York  to  its  old  seat,  of  the  envoy  of  France,  bringing 
with  him  pledges  of  a  French  alliance;  and  in  a  few  days  came  the 
bloody  battle  of  Monmouth,  where  Washington's  soldiers  from  Valley 
Forge  waged,  with  numbers  aud  equipments  against  them,  at  least  an 
equal  battle  with  the  British  army  on  its  retreat  from  Philadelphia  to 
Now  York. 

What  was  exhibited  in  Philadelphia  during  British  occupation  was 
exhibited  iu  New  York,  in  Boston,  in  Oharleston,  under  similar  condi- 
tions. If  we  study  Bivington's  Gazette,  as  issued  when  the  British 
were  in  New  York,  we  can  not  but  be  amazed  at  the  levity  and  the 
hoartlcssnesB  it  exhibits  on  the  part  of  the  occupying  forces.  There  is 
not  one  word  showing  a  sense  of  the  gravity  of  the  position  of  the  troops 
there  encamped.  There  is  not  one  word  of  consciousness  of  the  cruelty 
of  the  predatory  piratical  incursions  made  under  the  British  flagon  tlie 
undefended  villages  of  the  adjacent  coasts.  Of  war  intelligence  there 
is  but  little,  aud  even  Cornwallis'  surrender  is  introduced  as  an  ordi- 
nary news  item  not  requiring  comment.  But  there  is  an  immense 
amount  of  literary  persiflage  iu  prose  and  in  poetry;  there  are  many 
'^intercepted  letters,"  some  of  them  obviously  forged,  some  of  them 
feeble  parodies;  while  the  political  contributions  consist  mainly  of 
attacks,  somewhat  foreshadowing  the  "Anti- Jacobin,"  on  American 
courage  and  Amcric^in  character,  such  as  the  *< dream"  of  Andr6,  no- 
ticed in  a  prior  section.  If  we  turn  from  the  literary  and  political  por- 
tions of  the  paper  to  its  social,  we  find  the  same  course  run  as  in  Phila- 
delphia: festivity  after  festivity ;  reports  of  theatrical  entertainments 
and  masques  followingeach  other  in  rapid  succession ;  theBritish  garrison 
contributing  the  principal  heroes  to  these  performances.  On  went  these 
orgies  even  when  Cornwallis'  weary  army  was  toiling  upwards  to  York- 
town,  there  to  capitulate;  and  so  things  continued  as  long  as  the  British 
troops  were  in  New  York.  And  these  scenes  closed,  as  we  will  next 
see,  with  a  final  abandonment  of  New  York  loyalists,  which  was  the 
last  touch  that  dissolved  whatever  colonial  attachment  remained  from 
England  iu  the  New  World  to  England  in  the  Old.* 

*  In  a  niantiHcript  letter  from  John  Adnnis  to  J.  F.  Watson,  of  Angost  21,  1818 
(Drcor  Collection),  wo  liavo  tlio  following: 

"If  you  HuppoRo  tbo  British  wore  indueucod  by  any  'luotivos  of  conciliatioD,'  yon 
liavo  been  groH^y  deceived.  Tboy  never  manifested  any  sncb  motives  tbrongh  tbo 
wliolo  bistory  of  tbis  country  for  two  hundred  years.  Tbey  ever  felt  *a  most  sover- 
eign contempt  for  us'  ns  Puritans,  dissenters,  scbismatics,  convicts,  redemptionists; 
as  Irisb,  Scoteb,  Qeruuin,  Dtitcb,  and  Swedes,  more  than  a  century  before  they  had  m 
color  or  pretext  to  call  ns  rebels." 
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Abnioamentofioyaiteu.  |  24.  When  General  Gage  took  possession  of 

Boston  bo  promised  protection  to  all  subjects 
who  woald  place  tbemselves  witiiiu  his  lines.  Multitudes  did  so,  trust- 
ing this  pledge^  who,  when  Boston  was  evacuated,  were  driven  back 
from  the  ships  which  carried  off  the  troops  and  certain  favored  individ- 
uals; and  even  those  who  had  the  privilege  of  being  shipped  to  Halifax 
found  themselves  thrown  penniless  on  strange  shores,  where  they  be- 
came dependent  on  a  population  in  itself  singuliirly  poor  and  on  a  soil 
singularly  inhospitable. 

At  the  very  moment  of  the  extravagancies  of  the  Mischianza,  when 
British  officers  were  lavishing  their  theatrical  hospitalities  on  'Moy- 
alists,"  and  promising  iierpetual  protection  to  the  city  under  the  royal 
arms,  a  flight  from  Philadelphia  was  in  preparation.  Suddenly,  in 
one  week  after  the  festival,  it  was  made  known  that  the  British  army 
was  about  to  leave  to  its  fate  the  population  from  which  it  had  forced 
allegiance  under  promise  of  protection,  and  to  particularly  expose  to 
the  not  unnatural  displeasure  of  the  republic  the  very  class  whom  it 
had  made  conspicuous  by  these  festive  extravagancies.  The  panic  was 
such  that,  according  to  British  authority,  no  less  than  three  thousand 
of  the  inhabitants  fled  witli  the  British  army.*  The  Earl  of  Carlisle, 
one  of  the  British  commissioners  of  1778,  thus  writes  to  George  Selwyn, 
in  a  letter  dated  Philadelphia,  Wednesday,  Juno  10: 

"  We  arrived  at  this  place,  after  a  voyage  of  six  weeks,  on  Saturday  last,  and  fonud 
evoryihing  here  iu  great  confiiRioii;  the  army  upon  tbe  point  of  leaving  the  tovrn, 
and  aboat  three  tbonsand  of  tlio  misorable  inhabitants  embarked  on  board  our  ships, 
to  convey  them  from  a  place  wboro  tlioy  conceived  tbey  would  receive  no  mercy  from 
those  who  will  take  possession  after  us,  to  follow  the  arm  if  ^  and  starve  when  tre  can 
tto  longer  continue  to  feed  them."    {',\  Selwyn  and  Ills  Cotemporaries,  280.) 

"  It  appears,"  said  Mrs.  Eden,  wife  of  another  of  the  British  commis- 
sioners, in  a  letter  of  Juno  15, 1778,  **  a  most  mchmcholy  thing  to  desert 
this  large  city.  ♦  *  *  Imagine  this  river  covered  with  vessels  in  full 
Bail,  as  thick  as  possible,  crowded  with  people  leaving  the  city  where 
they  have  been  born  and  bred;  flying  from  an  enemy — which  enemy 
may  consist  of  relations  and  friends — leaving  their  whole  property  and 
all  their  fortunes  but  what  they  can  carry  with  them.  It  is  indeed  a 
most  terrible  scene.'' t 

An  equally  flagrant  instance  of  such  desertion  was  tlnxt  which  marked 
the  southern  campaigns  of  1781-'82.  It  was  well  known  that  there 
were  certain  portions  of  the  population  of  Norlli  and  South  Carolina 
wliicli  were  more  or  less  averse  to  the  llovoliitioii,  and  which  would,  if 
duly  assured  of  protection,  submit  without  murmur  to  the  British  sway. 
Glowing  proclamations  were  issued  to  them,  and  mauy  submitted  and 
bore  arms,  they  being  told  this  was  for  local  nelense.  But  hardly  were 
they  thus  committed  when,  under  the  stress  of  some  sudden  attack 

■     ■■■-■■  ■■■■  ■■^■—        ■■  I-.-  1^.^  ■■■■II  ■  —  —    -^^—      —    ■  ...  -  ^1.     a        ^  ■         ■  ■  ■  ■  ■         I  ,1 

"  4  Lecky's  Mistory  of  England,  DO.     See  also  Livingston  to  Franklin,  Dec.  16, 
1781 ;  Franklin  to  Adams,  Oct.  20,  1781. 
t  Hugh  Elliott's  Life,  177. 
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devised  by  the  genius  of  MarioU|  of  Snmter  or  of  Oreeue,  the  BritiBh 
troops  hurried  olT  to  less  exposed  fields^  leaving  these  new  recraite  to 
the  not  annatural  displeasure  of  their  more  patriotic  fellow-countrymen. 
They  might  put  themselves  right,  it  is  true,  by  enlisting  in  the  American 
army,  but  then  the  British  troops  might  return,  and  then,  as  was  some- 
times the  case,  hang  as  deserters  the  unhappy  victims  of  their  bad 
faith.  The  effect  of  this  was,  that  even  in  those  regions  which  had  been 
best  affected  to  Britain,  Gornwallis  on  his  last  march  found  that  the 
supposed  loyalists  fled  from  him  with  scowls. 

Then  came  the  capitulation  of  Yorktown,  whose  terms  were  sach  as 
to  destroy  whatever  remained  of  confidence  in  the  capacity  of  Britain 
to  protect  American  loyalists.  Of  Gornwallis'  abandonment  of  the 
loyalists  within  his  lines  Horace  Waipole  thus  speaks : 

"Ho  certaiDly  ought,  on  the  refasal  of  the  tenth  articlo  [giving  such  protection ],  to 
have  doolared  that  ho  wonld  die  rather  than  eacriftce  tho  poor  Americans  who  had 
followed  him  from  loyalty  against  their  conntrymen ;  he  should  havo  tried  whether 
that  would  not  havo  softened  tho  onomy.  At  last,  even  if  his  army  had  surrendered 
themselves,  he  might  havo  refused  to  sign  the  articles.  There  haVe  been  snoh  in- 
stances. On  tho  contrary,  ho  stipulated  for  his  own  leave  to  return  home  and  aban- 
doned those  deluded  troops.  It  has  been  Justly  said  that,  having  capitulated  for  his 
garrisou,  the  American  troops  were  included,  and  to  put  thorn  to  death  wonld  have 
beeu  a  breach  of  the  articles.  To  this  it  was  answered  that  perhaps  the  Americans, 
doubting  their  countrymou,  hatl  desired  to  be  specified.  I  should  scarce  think  they 
doaired  him  to  make  uso  of  the  yrord punUhed,  Still,  when  ho  had  been  refused,  he 
ought  to  have  struggled  for  them  to  tho  last  moment.  Ho  or  Lord  Rawdon  had  set 
an  osamplo  of  such  cruel  warfare — hod  Just  hauged  an  American  oflicor  that  had 
deserted  thorn ;  and  tho  American  General  Qreene  had  recently  published  a  proclama- 
tion in  which  ho  declared  ho  would  retaliate  not  on  Auicricnn  but  on  English  offi- 
cers; but  the  latter  Lord  Gornwallis  secured.  This  sacrifice  wns  severely  lian- 
died,  too,  by  Mr.  Bnrko  and  Mr.  William  Pitt  in  tho  House  of  Commons.  Ji  wa$  a 
virtual  end  to  the  war.  Could  oue  American,  unless  those  shut  up  in  New  York  and 
Cbarlestown,  even  out  of  prudonco  and  self-preservation,  declare  for  England,  by 
whose  general  they  wore  so  unfeelingly  abandoned T'* 

Of  the  terms  of  Ooruwallis'  surrender  Ilorace  Waipole  writes  to  Ma- 
sou,  uuder  date  of  November  28, 1781 : 

"  You  may  be  uuusoil  to  horrors,  yet  if  yon  have  read  the  tenth  article  of  Lord  Gorn- 
wallis' capitulation  your  feelings  will  bleed  afresh.  He  capitulates  for  his  own  per- 
sou  and  return;  he  capitulates  for  his  garrisou;  but  lest  the  loyal  Americans  who 
had  followed  him  should  be  included  in  that  indemnity,  he  domauds  that  they  should 
not  be  punishedf  is  reftiscd,  and  leaves  them  to  be  hanged.  Now  his  burning  towtft,  etc., 
hccomca  a  mere  wantonneaa  of  war;  they  were  tho  towns  of  those  whom  he  called  rebels, 
though  ho  was  one  of  tho  five  who  protested  against  the  stamp  act.  But  those  were 
his  friends,  his  fellow  soldiers!  Could  I  fill  these  pages  more  with  news  I  would  not. 
What  article  would  deserve  to  bo  coupled  with  so  ubomiuable  a  deedT't 

<<  That  fatal  day  wlicu  I  loft  home ; "  '^  all  that  I  desire  is  to  return 
aud  lay  ray  boucs  in  that  dear  soil ;  '^  *'  1  am  not  welcome  here," 
Expressions  such  as  these  occur  constantly  in  refugee  correspoudeuce. 
Britain  may  not  have  been  to  blamo  for  not  keeping  promises  tho  per- 

*  Wal pole's  George  III,  475.  1 8  Cunningham's  Waipole,  118. 
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formance  of  which  became  impossible ;  bat  her  abandonment  of  those 
who  acted  on  her  pledges  was  one  of  the  main  ciuises  why,  in  the  fall  of 
1782,  there  was  no  loyalist  party  loft  in  the  United  States.  And  it  uinst 
also  be  remembered,  when  discussing  the  merits  of  the  casOi  that  when 
full  compensation  to  these  abandoned  loyalists  was  suggested  by  Frank- 
lin as  the  price  of  the  cession  of  Canada,  this  cession,  though  at  first 
regarded  favorably  by  Shelburne,  was  considered  ultimately  inadmis- 
sible by  his  associates.  The  opportunity  to  Britain  of  thus  redeeming 
her  pledges  of  protection  was  then  lost.* 

Growth  of  aifeeuon  to  Franiw.        §25.  By  almost  the  entire  population  of  the 

thirteen  Colonies  France,  before  the  devolution, 

•  

wsvs  regarded  with  aversion.  To  the  Puritan  the  religion  of  France 
was  detestable,  and  this  detestation  was  not  les8enc<l  by  the  campaigns 
which  New  and  Old  England  conducted  together  against  Canada,  and  in 
which  the  hardness  of  French-Indian  warfare  was  the  theme  of  denun- 
ciation for  years  in  almost  every  Puritan  household.  The  Huguenot, 
whose  influence  in  several  of  the  Colonies  was  great,  had  his  own  rea- 
sons for  utter  political  and  personal  hatred  of  the  power  by  which  he 
had  been  treated  so  ruthlessly.  The  Cavalier  emigrants,  in  proportion 
to  the  intensity  of  their  affection  for  England  as  their  home,  peculiarly 
shared  the  characteristic  national  dislike  and  contempt  for  their  dis- 
tinctive national  adversary.  Nothing  illustrates  more  effectively  the 
progress  of  alienation  from  England  than  the  fact  that  at  the  close  of 
1775  leading  men  of  all  sections  were  looking  forward  to  an  alliance 
with  France  as  one  of  the  most  effective  modes  of  relief.  Qriulually 
this  approiich  to  France,  which  at  llrst  was  one  sohuly  of  policy,  became, 
as  the  papers  hereafter  given  will  show,  one  of  affection. 

Of  Washington's  change  of  sentiment  in  this  relation  Guizot  thus 
writes: 


(( 


It  is  tbo  property  of  great  men,  even  when  thoy  Bliaro  tlio  projiulicea  of  thoir  iiino 
and  of  thoir  country,  to  know  how  to  get  free  from  thciu  aiul  how  to  rise  enpcrior  to 
their  natural  habits  of  thought.  It  has  been  said  thivt,  :ih  a  matter  of  tast.e,  Wasli- 
iogton  did  not  like  France,  and  had  no  confidcnco  in  her;  hnt  his  great  and  strong 
common  souse  had  enlightenc<l  him  as  to  the  conditions  of  tlio  cont^^st  hohad  entered 
u|>ou.  He  knew  it  was  a  desperate  one;  lie  foresaw  that  it  would  boa  long  one; 
bett«*r  than  anybody  ho  knew  iho  woakncHses  iis  woU  .'vs  (ho  nierilsof  tlie  instruments 
whicl^  ho  had  at  disposal ;  ho  had  learned  to  desire  the  allianeo  and  the  aid  of  Franco. 

•  Chief-Justice  Oliver  thus  speaks,  on  May  :J,  1770,  of  the  couilitiou  of  tlio  refugees 
who,  on  the  evacuation  of  Boston,  wero  carried  to  Halifa^w  and  there  left  to  shift  for 
themselves : 

"There  was  so  groat  an  addition  to  the  inhabitants  from  the  navy  and  army  and 
refugees  from  Boston,  which  made  the  lodgings  fur  tlieiu  very  scarce  to  be  had,  and 
mauy  of  them  when  procured,  <[uite  intolerable.  Provisions  wero  here  as  dear  as 
in  Loudou.  The  rents  of  houses  wero  extravagant,  and  the  owners  of  them  took  all 
the  advantages  of  the  ueccasity  of  the  times;  so  that  1  knew  of  three  rooms  in  one 
hoase,  which  house  couhl  not  cost  £500  sterling,  let  for  £2i>0  sterling  per  year.  Thus 
mankind  prey  upon  each  other.''    (  2  Hutchinson's  Meuioirs,  49.)  ' 
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She  did  Dot  belie  his  bopee.  At  the  Tery  moment  when  CongresB  was  refcwing  to 
cuter  into  oegottatioDS  with  Great  Britain  as  long  as  a  single  English  soldier  remained 
on  American  soil,  rejoicings  and  thanksgivings  wore  everywhere  thronghont  the 
thirteen  Colonics  greeting  the  news  of  the  recognition  by  France  of  the  independenoe 
of  the  United  States.  The  treaties  of  alliance— a  trinmph  of  diplomatio  ability  on 
the  part  of  Franklin— bad  been  signed  at  Paris  on  the  6ih  of  Febrnary,  1778."* 

It  (Iocs  uot  follow  from  this  change  of  sentiment  that  the  ties  which 
bound  English  colonists  in  America  to  the  ancestry  from  which  they 
sprang,  with  its  literature,  its  religioni  its  invaluable  institutions  of 
personal  liberty,  wore  dissolved  by  the  war.  In  some  respects  the  war 
strengthened  them ;  its  disorders  and  desolateness  showing  their  valae. 
But  us  an  ally  faithful  in  her  engagements  to  them  in  their  distress, 
France  as  a  nation  won  their  affection  in  proportion  as  they  lost  their 
affection  to  the  British  crown. 

AtHtade  to  other  Emopoaa        |  26.  It  has  bccn  already  observed  t  that  at  the 

very  outset  of  our  diplomatic  history,  while  it  was 
maintained  by  John  and  Samuel  Adams  and  the  Lees,  followed  by  a 
majority  of  Congress,  that  the  proper  course  for  the  new  republic  to 
pursue  was  to  send  ministers  to  every  foreign  state,  calling  for  recogni- 
tion and  aid,  this  was  resisted  by  Franklin,  who  took  the  position  that 
to  send  roinisters  to  a  foreign  court  without  first  knowing  they  would 
be  received  was  inconsistent  with  dip^matic  usage,  would  be  detri- 
mental to  the  dignity  of  the  United  States,  and  would  probably  repel 
rather  than  conciliate.  Franklin,  however,  being  in  this  matter  over- 
ruled, ministers,  as  is  elsewhere  stated,  were  sent,  only  to  be  rebuffed,  to 
the  loading  European  courts;  even  recognition  not  being  granted  nntil 
required,  iis  in  the  case  of  Spain  and  The  Netherlands,  by  the  exigen- 
cies of  war,  or,  in  the  cases  of  other  European  sovereignties,  by  the 
prior  recognition  by  the  parent  state.  | 

•5  Quizot's  History  of  France,  379.  t  Infra,  J  15.  \  Supra,  ^  19. 
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ATTTIUDE  OF  ORRAT  BRITAIN  TO  THE  UNITED  STATES, 

Kififwi.!  rnrnrnnpnthoiitn*.        t  27.  Georjce  III  was  the  first  British  kinff  of 

ancl  yieluinK  only  to  ueoea-  9  r»  r» 

•^^y-  tho  Hanoverian  line  who  was  not  obliged  to  go 

back  to  the  whig  revolntion  of  1G88  for  his  title. 
When  he  ascended  the  tlirone  there  were  no  adverse  claimants  setting 
op  against  him  8ni)crior  "divine"  right  Tho  conseqncnce  was,  that 
tiie  tories  as  a  body  came  over  to  his  aid.  There  was  much  also  in  the 
tone  and  policy  of  the  great  revolutionary  families,  who  had  controlled 
affairs  during  the  reign  of  his  two  predecessors,  to  draw  popular  support 
from  the  whigs,  as  well  as  to  lead  the  king  to  look  on  them  with  dis- 
favor. Aside  from  this,  the  strong  will,  the  bigoted  temper,  the  obsti- 
nate egotism,  and  the  limited  education  of  George  III  made  him  look 
with  distrust  upon  free  institutions;  and  his  courage  and  obstinacy 
prompted  him  to  resist  to  the  utmost  of  his  power  a  revolution  which 
would,  if  successful,  not  only  humiliate  him,  but  dismember  his  emx)ire. 
Nor  was  it  strange  that  the  two  houses  of  Parliament  should  unite 
with  the  king  in  the  determination  not  to  concede  to  the  Colonics  the 
liberties  they  claimed.  In  the  upper  house  the  whig  peers  had  lost,  so 
far  as  concerned  the  maintenance  of  distinctively  whig  principles,  their 
ascendency,  and  only  a  small  minority  supported  the  claims  of  the  Col- 
onies to  relief  from  parliamentary  taxation.  A  great  majority  of  the 
House  of  Commons  and  of  the  constituencies  which  this  house  repre- 
sented took  the  same  view  and  sustained  tho  king,  and  the  king  con- 
tinued the  wnr  as  long  <as  it  could  be  waged  without  ruin.  He  did 
so  by  sheer  force  of  will,  assisted  by  personal  courage  not  unmixed 
with  cunning.  Uis  correspondence  with  Lord  North,  as  now  published, 
shows  how  that  intelligent  though  irresohiti^  minister  yielded  his  own 
judgment  to  his  master's,  and  how  by  that  nmster  no  propositions  for 
conciliation  were  assented  to  until  it  was  obvious  they  were  too  late. 
It  was  in  vain  that  North  en<leavorcd  to  persuade  his  master  that  every 
incident  of  the  war  showed  that  if  continued  it  wouhl  end  in  Britiiin's 
defcjit;  it  was  in  vain  that  Uu5se  views  wore  sustained  by  (Jower  and 
by  Dartmouth.  North,  always  unwilling  to  od'ond,  himself  greatly  in- 
debted to  the  king's  generosity  for  the  building  up  of  a  private  estate, 
shrank  from  bringing  matters  to  a  crisis  by  resigning,  and  in  this  way 
concessions  were  offered  always  too  late,  and  forces  were  sent  out 
which,  though  great,  were  always  insufficient,  until  the  surrender  at 
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Yorktown  left  no  other  coarse  open  thaa  the  acknowledgment  of  the 
independence  of  the  United  States. 

Oeorge  IIPs  retrospective  view  of  the  war  may  be  gathered  from  the 
following  extracts,  heretofore  unpnblished,  from  his  letters  to  Shel- 
burne : 

"  I  am  sorry  to  have  great  reason  to  say  that,  from  the  beginning  of  tlie  American 
tronblos  to  the  retreat  of  Mr.  Fox,  this  government  has  not  taken  any  bnt  precipitate 
steps,  whilst  caution  and  system  have  been  used  by  the  Americans,  which  is  enough 
ground  to  explain  the  causes  of  the  present  differences  of  situations."  (Oeorgelll  to 
Sholburno,  Ang.  12,  17U2,  Bancroft  MS8.) 

He  thns  reconciled  himself  to  the  peace : 

*'  I  sliould  be  miserable  indeed  if  I  did  not  feel  that  no  blame  on  that  account  can  be 
laid  at  my  door,  and  did  I  not  know  that  knavery  seems  to  be  so  much  the  striking 
feature  of  its  iubabitaute,  that  it  may  not  in  the  end  be  an  evil  that  they  wiU  become 
aliens  to  the  kingdom/'    (Same  to  same,  Nov.  10,  1782,  id,) 

A  envious  illustration  of  the  opposition  to  George  III  in  his  own 
family  is  thus  noticed  by  Dr.  G.  J.  Still6  in  his  Mouograph  on  Gount 
Broglie,  published  in  the  Pennsylvania  Magtizind  of  History,  January, 

1888: 

"The  marshal  [Broglie]  was  appointed  governor  of  the  three  bishoprics  of  Mets, 
ToAl,  and  Verdun,  and  during  his  a*>8ence  from  his  post  his  place  was  flUod  ad  inUrim 
by  the  count.  It  was  while  he  hold  this  position,  in  1775,  that  his  name  became  con- 
nected with  an  event  the  influence  of  which  proved  momentous  in  our  American 
revolutionary  history.  The  Duke  of  Gloucester,  the  brother  of  Qeorge  III,  while ^ 
traveling  in  France,  was  entertained  at  dinner  by  the  count  and  the  ofllcers  of  the 
garrison  at  Mctz.  Tlio  conversation  turned  upon  the  Anioricau  insurrection,  as  it  was 
tlion  called  in  France,  which  had  Just  broken  out.  The  duke,  who,  with  his  brother, 
the  Duke  of  Cumberland,  held  very  diflforent  opinions  concerning  the  insurgents  from 
those  entertained  by  George  III,  did  not  hesitate  to  express  his  sympathy  with  the 
Americans,  and  explained  their  position.  We  know  how  the  couversation  at  that 
dinner  alTccted  one  of  the  guests,  the  young  Mnninis  de  La  Fayette;  and  it  would 
not,  perhaps,  be  going  too  far  to  say  that  it  planted  in  the  mind  of  the  Count  de  Brog- 
lie  the  germ  of  that  idea  which  grew  in  time  to  a  stadthohlcrate  as  the  best  moaus  of 
aiding  us  in  our  struggle."^ 

*  As  to  Broglio,  sec  infr«i,  $  76.  Hume,  though  a  doctrinaire  tory,  was  even  at  the 
outset  a  diHbeliever  in  the  policy  of  atU^nipting  the  forcible  subjugation  of  America. 
In  a  letter  to  Stralmu,  then  a  member  of  Parliament,  of  October  26, 177r>,  he  argneil  in 
favor  of  abandoning  the  attempt.  To  do  this  at  that  time,  ho  said,  ''only  anticipates 
the  necessary  oourse  of  events  a  few  years;  that  a  forced  and  evory-day  precarious 
monopoly  of  about  £600,000  or  jC  700,000  a  year  of  nmnufacinres  was  not  worth  contend- 
ing for;  that  we  should  preserve  tlie  greater  part  of  this  trade,  oven  if  the  ports  of 
America  wore  open  to  all  nations;  that  it  was  very  likely,  in  our  method  of  proceeding, 
that  we  should  be  disappointed  in  our  schcnio  of  conqnering  the  Colonies;  and  that  we 
ou};ht  to  think  beforehand  how  we  were  to  govern  thoui  after  they  wore  conquered. 
Arbitrary  power  can  extend  its  oppressive  arm  to  the  antipodes,  bnt  a  limited  govern- 
ment can  never  bo  long  upheld  at  a  distance,  even  where  no  disgusts  have  intervened, 
much  less  where  such  violent  animositicH  have  taken  place.  We  must,  therefore,  annul 
all  the  charters,  abolish  every  doniocratical  power  in  every  colony,  repeal  the  habeas 
cprpus  act  with  regard  to  them,  invest  every  governor  with  full  discretionary  or  arbi- 
trary  powers,  confiscate  the  estates  of  the  chief  planters,  and  hang  three-fourths  of 
their  clergy.    To  execute  such  acts  of  destructive  violence  twenty  thousand  men  will 
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Diplomacy  of  refngooi.  |  28.  The  American  refugees  in  England  dur- 

ing the  Revolution  fall  into  two  classea.  There 
were  those — such  as  Gurwen  and  Shoemaker — who  went  there  under  the 
stress  of  a  double  allegiance,  as  they  conceived  it,  to  wait  in  retirement 
the  result  of  a  war  as  to  which,  if  they  had  remained  at  home,  they 
woold  have  been  forced  to  have  taken  sides.  There  were  those,  on  the 
other  handj  who  went  to  Eugland  as  the  champions  of  the  royal  cause 
in  America,  driven  from  America  because  of  their  devotion  to  this  cause, 
appearing  before  Throne  and  Parliament  as  its  diplomatic  represent- 
not  be  BufflcioDt,  nor  thirty  thonsand  to  maintain  them  in  so  wide  and  di^oiuted  a 
territory.  And  wbo  arc  to  pay  so  groat  an  army  f  The  colonists  can  not  at  any  time, 
much  less  after  reducing  tbein  to  snob  a  state  of  desolation.  We  ougbt  not,  and  in- 
deed can  not,  in  tbe.  overloaded  or  rather  overwhebned  and  totally  mined  state  of  onr 
finances."    (Hume's  Letters  to  Strahan  (Ozfonl,  1888),  288.) 

Lord  George  Germain,  afterwards  Viscount  Sackyillo,  to  whom,  as  colonial  sec- 
retary under  Lord  Nortb,  was  intrusted  the  management  of  British  interests  in 
America  for  seven  years,  was  the  second  sou  of  the  first  Duke  of  Dorset.  He  was 
bom  in  1716,  and  in  1759  commanded,  without  much  credit  to  himself,  the  British 
and  Hanoverian  cavalry  at  the  battle  of  Miuden.  Tried  by  court-martial,  be  was 
convicted  of  cowanlice  in  tbe  action,  dismissed  tbe  service,  and  stricken  from 
the  list  of  privy  councilors.  He  subsequently  entered  Parliament,  where  his  energy 
and  oratorical  gifts  gave  him  much  influence,  and  by  a  duel  be  invited,  on  bis 
courage  being  assailed,  be  to  some  extent  recovered  himHelf  from  the  Htaiii  he  received 
at  Minden.  In  1775,  in  bis  sixtieth  year,  he  became  colonial  secretary,  when  he  took 
the  lead  in  tbe  debates  on  the  American  war.  In  this  position  he  bore  the  chief 
brant  of  the  attacks  of  the  whig  opposition.  'I  am  glad,'  Siud  Lord  North  to  Fox, 
after  one  of  those  encounters,  'that  you  have  left  off  attacking  an  old  hulk  like 
myself,  and  that  to-day,  when  you  wore  in  fine  feather,  you  foil  upon  a  man-of-war. 
However  equivocal  the  last  words  of  this  congratulation  may  have  boon,  there  is  no 
doubt  that  Germain  was,  what  North  was  not,  in  oarnoHt  in  the  war  and  sanguine  of 
victory,  until  tlio  battle  of  York  town  made  him  give  up  hope.  A  singular  episode 
in  Germain's  history  was  bis  extraordinary  intimacy  with  Boujaniin  Thompson 
(afterwards  Count  Rumfonl),  who  was  for  a  time  his  private  secretary,  to  whom  his 
most  secret  counsels  seem  to  have  been  imparted.  As  to  the  nature  of  this  intimacy 
there  was  much  talk,  and  the  worst  construction  of  it  was  sng^^OHted  by  lIutchiuHon, 
in  bis  memoirs,  (ii,  289,337,  and  by  Shelbnruo,  in  a  sketch  of  Germain,  loft  in  manu- 
script among  the  LauRdowue  papers.  [This  passage  was  suppressed  when  tlio  sketch 
was  afterwanls  published  in  Shelburne's  Life,  by  Fitzmaurico.]  The  allusions  by 
Hutchinson  may  perhaps  bo  explained  by  tho  hypothesis  that  Thompson,  who  was 
born  and  cdticatod  in  MaHsacliusotts,  communicated  to  American  agents  in  London 
some  of  the  socrots  with  which  be  wixs  charged.  Thompson's  career  was  singularly 
versatile,  and  more  than  once  during  it  was  he  suspected  of  political  double-doaliug. 
(See  Ellis'  Life  of  Thompson.)  Towards  tho  close  of  North's  ministry  Lord  Germain 
was  created  Viscount  Sackville.  An  animated  protest  was  mado  .against  this  act  by 
leading  whig  peers.  Ho  died  in  1785.  Of  his  last  days  a  curious  account  is  given  in 
Cumberland's  memoirs. 

In  the  London  Moruin;?  Post  for  Juno  7,  1781,  is  tho  following: 

"It  is  said  that  Mr.  Thompson,  secretary  to  Lord  George  Germain,  is  about  raising 
a  regiment  of  horse,  of  which  ho  is  to  be  mado  colonel  as  soon  as  it  is  completed,  and 
immediately  to  go  to  America.  Who  can  believe  itf"  There  is  no  clew  given  as 
to  the  disqualifications  which  tho  four  last  words  hint. 

In  Sbelbnmo's  manuscript  notes  on  Germain  (see  1  Sholburne's  Life,  358)  it  is  stated 
that  the  omission,  in  tho  British  colonial  ofllce,  to  forward  an  alleged  instruction  from 
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ativos,  preaeutiug  its  interests  as  fairly  as  they  coulAj  wbeu  we  take 
into  cousideratiou  that  ]>romiDeiit  among  these  interests  were  their  res- 
toration to  office  and  their  recovery  of  their  estates.  As  the  leading 
represontative  of  the  latter  class  may  be  considered  Thomas  Hutchin- 
son, royalist  governor  of  Massachusetts,  whose  remarkable  diary  has 
lately  been  given  to  the  press  with  a  candor  and  fnllness  for  which  its 
editor  deserves  great  credit.*    Hutchinson,  driven  from  Massachusetts 

Gormaiu  to  IIowo  to  Joiu  Burgoyue  on  tho  Hudson  was  ddo  to  Qerniaiti's  culpable 
negligouco  in  postpouiug  tbo  siguaturo  of  tho  iustnictiou  nntil  it  mras  mislaid. 

"  It  luight  appoar  incrcdiblo  it'  his  owu  secretary  aud  tbo  most  resiieotable persons  in 
offico  had  uot  assured  me  of  tbo  fact;  what  corroborates  it  is  that  it  can  be  accounted 
for  iu  uo  other  way."  The  iuetrnctiou  was  fouud  iu  Goimain's  office  after  Bar- 
goy ue's  sarrouder.    (Foublauque's  Burgoyne,  233 ;  1  Jouos'  History  of  New  York,  696. ) 

* '  But  thougli  this  particular  instniotion  may  have  been  thus  lost,  yet  the  general  tenor 
of  other  instructions  iu  Howe's  bauds  were  such  as  to  impose  on  him  the  duty  which 
this  lost  paper  specifically  enforced."  (See  Burgoyne's  "Narrative,"  where  this  is 
urged.) 

Fox,  iu  a  speech,  in  .the  House  of  Commons,  on  May  3, 1779  (20  ParUamentary  Beg. 
ister,  735),  seems  to  have  had  this  neglect  of  duty  in  mind: 

"  Instead  of  being  iu  town  when  effective  measures,  directed  to  vigorous  exertions 
and  a  proper  employment  of  our  national  strength  and  resources,  ought  steadily  to 
engage  their  attention,  tho  two  noble  lords  (North  and  Qormain)  and  the  rest  of  their 
brethren  iu  the  cabinet  will  fly  from  the  fatigues  of  their  office ;  they  will  be  amusing 
themselves  at  thuir  country  seats  for  weeks,  perhaps  month^«,  together,  and  the  groat 
business  of  tbo  nation  will  bo  loft  to  the  care  of  a  few  clerks  in  office;  or  if  they 
should  in  their  rospoctive  retreats  turn  their  attention  at  all  to  public  ufTalrs,  it  will 
bo  only  to  deviso  moans  not  for  the  defeat  of  their  enemies,  but  to  defeat  inquiries 
into  their  blunders,  incapacity,  and  neglect  in  Parliament." 

Of  Lord  Sandwich,  "  first  lord  of  the  admiralty,"  Hume,  in  a  letter  to  Strahan,  of 
May  10,  1776,  thus  writes : 

<*  When  we  passed  by  Spine  Hill,  near  Newbury,  we  found  in  the  inn  Lord  Denbigh, 
who  was  an  acquaintance  of  my  fellow-traveler.  His  lordship  informed  me  that  he. 
Lord  Sandwich,  Lord  Mulgiavo,  Mr.  Banks,  and  two  or  three  ladies  of  pleasure  had 
passed  Hvo  or  six  days  there,  and  intended  to  pass  all  this  week  and  the  next  iu  the 
same  place;  that  their  chief  object  was  to  enjoy  the  trouting  season ;  that  they  had 
been  very  successful;  that  Lord  Sandwich,  in  particular,  had  caught  trout  near 
20  inches  long,  which  gave  him  incredible  satisfaction.  *  *  *  I  do  not 
ronieniber  in  all  my  little  or  great  knowledge  of  history  (according  as  you  aud  Dr. 
Johnson  can  settle  between  you  the  degrees  of  my  knowledge)  such  another  iustance, 
and  I  am  sure  such  a  one  does  uot  exist ;  that  the  first  lord  of  the  admiralty,  who  is 
absolute  aud  uncontrolled  master  in  his  department,  should,  at  a  time  when  tho  fate 
of  the  British  Empire  is  iu  dependence,  and  in  dependence  on  him,  find  so  much 
leisure,  tranquillity,  i)re8euce  of  mind,  and  magnanimity  as  to  have  amusement  in 
trouting  during  three  weeks  nearly  sixty  miles  from  the  scene  of  business  and  during 
the  most  critical  season  of  tho  year.  There  needs  but  this  single  fact  to  decide  the 
fate  of  the  nation.  What  an  ornament  would  it  be  in  a  future  history  to  open  the  gUnioue 
events  of  the  ensuing  year  with  the  narrative  of  so  singular  an  incident.^*  (Hume's  Letters 
to  Strahnu  (Oxford,  1888),  324.) 

That  llumo  should  not  havo  noticed  as  another  ominous  incident  the  character  of 
the  companions  Sandwich  took  with  him  when  trontingmay  illustrate  a  similar  publio 
indiflbrenco  to  the  dissoluteness  of  tho  orgies  of  Howe,  already  noticed. 

*  Dlury  and  Letters  of  Thomas  Hutchinson,  by  Peter  Orlando  Hutchinson,  Loudon  ; 
vol.  i,  1883;  vol.  il,  1886. 
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by  the  rovolutiouary  leaders,  arrived  in  Loudon,  on  the  last  day  of  Juue, 
1774.  It  shows  how  important  a  person  he  then  was  in  the  eye  of  king 
and  of  ministry,  and  how  eager  they  were  to  obtain  his  views,  that  on 
the  day  of  his  arrival  he  ^^ received  a  card  from  Lord  Dartmouth,  desir- 
ing to  see  me  at  his  house  before  1  o'clock,"  and  that  by  Dartmouth  he 
was  carried  ^<  immediately  to  the  king,"  though  he  was  not  *'  dressed  as 
expecting  to  go  to  court."  A  long  conversation  ensued.  At  its  outset, 
certain  letters,  approving  of  Hutchinson's  course  being  i)roduced,  the 
king  said  to  Dartmouth,  ^'  I  do  not  see  how  it  could  be  otherwise.  I 
am  sure  his  (Hutchinson's)  conduct  has  been  universally  approved  of 
here  by  iH3ople  of  all  parties."  There  was  then  some  conversation  about 
the  letters,  the  disclosure  of  which,  through  Franklin's  agency,  had 
lately  brought  so  much  odium  on  Hutchinson,  and  then  came  the  fol- 
lowing: 

"  K.  Where  in  Dr.  F.,  my  lord! 

'*  Lord  D.  I  believe,  sir,  he  is  in  town.  He  was  going  to  Auierloa,  but  I  fancy  he  is 
not  gone. 

"  K.  I  heard  he  was  going  to  Switzerland  or  to  some  part  of  the  ooutiueut. 

"IX>RD  D.  I  think,  sir,  there  has  been  such  a  report. 

*'K.  In  saoh  abuse,  Mr.  U.,  as  you  met  with,  I  suppose  there  must  have  been  per- 
sonal malevolence  as  well  as  party  ragef  " 

Some  gossiping  talk  followed  about  Hancock,  Gushing,  and  Samuel 
Adams.  Then  came  a  statement  somewhat  singular,  when  we  re- 
member that  Hutchinson  was  a  leading  deacon  in  the  Oongregatioiial 
Church : 

"  K.  I  have  hoard,  Mr.  H.,  that  your  ministers  preach  that,  for  the  sake  of  promot- 
ing liberty  or  tlio  public  good,  any  immorality  or  loss  evil  may  be  tolerated. 

'*  H.  I  don't  know,  sir,  that  such  doctrine  has  ever  been  pi-cachod  from  the  pulpit, 
but  /  have  no  doubt  thai  it  has  been  publicly  asterted  by  some  of  the  heads  of  the  party y 
who  call  themselves  sober  merif  tJiat  the  good  of  the  public  is  above  all  other  consida'alionSj 
and  that  truth  may  be  dispensed  with  and  immoralily  is  excusable  when  this  great  good  can 
be  obtained  by  such  means.*' 

This  extraordinary  announcement,  tending  to  show  that  it  was  a 
moral  as  well  as  apolitical  duty  to  put  down  the  insurgents,  was  fol- 
lowed by  rambling  talk  on  dissent  in  general  and  on  the  diil'erent  kinds 
of  dissenters.  Then  came  an  interlude  on  climate,  and  on  grains,  graz- 
ing, and  Indians.  *' The  king  was  particular  in  many  other  inquiries 
rA^lative  to  my  administration,  to  the  sUite  of  the  province,  and  the  other 
colonies.  I  have  minuted  what  remained  the  clearest  in  my  mind,  and 
as  near  the  order  in  which  they  pivssed  as  I  am  able.  He  asked  also 
what  part  of  my  family  1  brought  with  mo  and  what  I  left  behind,  and 
at  length  advised  me  to  keep  house  a  few  days  for  the  recovery  of  my 
health.  I  then  withdrew.  1  was  near  two  hours  in  the  K.'s  closet.  Lord 
D.  feivred  I  was  tired  so  long  standing."  This  was  not  unnatural  in  Lord 
D.,  considering  Hutchinson's  exhaustion  when  he  arrived.  But  he 
was  more  cheerful  under  the  infliction  than  Miss  Burney,  when  put  to 
similar  torture.    "  I  observed  that  so  gracious  a  reccptiovi  v\i^J.^i^5v  \xi^ 
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itiscDsible  of  i t "  (the  fatigue).  Tiio  salient  feature  of  the  interriew  con- 
sisted ill  UutcbiusoD's  statement  that  eveu  the  ^^  sober "  part,  of  the 
iusurgeuts  held  that  truth  aud  morality  were  to  be  subordinated  to 
their  notion  of  public  good.* 

Several  letters  written  by  him  within  the  next  fortnight  are  giveOi 
specifying  the  attentions  paid  him  by  men  of  rank,  political  or  social. 
To  them,  as  well  as  to  his  correspondents  in  America,  he  declared 
that  he  considered  the  Boston  port  bill  as  a  necessity,  but  that,  on  a 
rescinding  by  the  provincial  legislature  of  their  offensive  action  and 
a  proper  submission  to  crown  aud  Parliament,  necessity,  he  believed, 
would  cease  to  call  for  such  stringent  discipline.  When,  on  July  7,  he 
had  an  interview  with  Ijord  North,  it  was  to  hear,  and  without  anything 
more  than  a  feeble  dissent,  that  the  crown,  as  a  further  i>enalty  on  Mas- 
sachusetts, was  disposed  to  abrogate  the  provincial  charter.  It  is  due 
to  nutchinson,  at  the  same  time,  to  say  that  the  terms  of  conciliation 
he  proposed  at  this  juncture  were  submission  to  Parliament  with  the 
understanding  tliat  the  Boston  port  bill  should  be  repealed  and  that  the 
Colonics  were  not  to  be  in  future  taxed  without  their  consent  This 
was  the  diplomatic  position  of  the  refugees  in  1774  and  1775,  at  a  time 
when,  had  they  succeeded  in  obtaining  these  terms  from  England, 
they  could  have  returned  to  America  as  masters  of  the  situation,  recog- 
nized on  both  sides  of  the  water  as  the  restorers  of  peace  and  the  framers 
of  a  system  which  would  secure  local  government  while  acknowledging 
the  nominal  supremacy  of  the  British  Parliament. 

But  refugee  diplomacy  of  1774-'75,  when,  if  successful,  the  American 
negotiators  could  have  returned  on  the  top  of  the  liberal  wave,  was  a 
very  different  thing  from  refugee  diplomacy  in  1777-'81,  when,  through 
British  misconduct,  as  heretofore  related,  America  was  roused  to  an 
indignation  which  would  tolerate  no  concessions  short  of  independence. 
Independence  would  have  destroyed  the  future  of  the  refugees,  of  whom 
Hutchinson  was  the  lea<ling  representative.  The  more  intense  became 
the  antagonism  of  Aniericsi,  and  particularly  of  Massachusetts,  to  the 
mother  country,  the  less  probable  was  his  restoration  to  his  high  office, 
to  his  great  possessions,  to  the  home  he  so  dearly  loved.  Hence  it  was 
that  he  and  the  ministry  crossed  each  other  on  the  conciliation  qnes- 
tion,  going  in  o[>posite  directions.  When  he  proposed  in  1774-75  the 
compromise  of  submission  without  taxation  the  government  scouted  at 
it,  and  when  he  thought  the  Boston  port  bill  severe  they  thought  it  a 
proper  method  of  discipline.  But  in  1777-'78,  when  the  ministry  jiro- 
posed  to  repeal  the  port  bill  and  to  lay  no  more  taxes  if  America  would 
submit,  he  wtis  overwhelmed  with  distress.    Such  a  measure  meant  his 

exclusion  from  the  soil  to  which  he  was  tenderly  attached  and  the  af- 

»  ■ 

*  Of  ibis  interviow  Goorgo  III,  in  a  iioto  dated  July  1,  1774,  to  Lord  North,  says: 
"  Jast  Roon  Mr.  Hutchinson,  lato  governor  of  Massaolinsetts,  and  am  now  convinced 
they  win  submit.  Ho  owns  tho  Boston  port  biU  to  have  been  the  only  wise  and 
effectual  method."    (See  1  Brougham's  Statesmen,  etc.,  85.) 
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flrmanoe  ot  the  coDflscation  of  his  estates ;  for  it  was  one  of  tbe  most 
discreditable  features  of  Lord  North's  compromise  measure  that  it  gave 
DO  protection  to  the  loyalists  who  hnd  made  enormous  sacriQces  in  the 
royal  cause,  but  left  them  at  the  mercy  of  the  provinci<il  governments. 
It  is  the  consciousness  of  this,  coupled  with  a  consciousness  that  king 
and  courtiers  who  had  welcomed  him  so  conspicuously  in  1774-'75,  had 
begun  to  turn  coldly  from  him,  that  makes  his  diary  one  of  the  saddest 
as  well  as  most  interesting  that  was  ever  written.  He  narrated  con- 
versation after  conversation  in  which  he  drew  from  supporters  of  the 
ministry  their  doubts  as  to  the  North  compromise,  and  then  sought  to 
confirm  them  in  those  doubts.  Thus  of  Cornwall,  speaker  of  the  house, 
who,  on  January  31, 1778,  mentioned  what  the  proposal  to  the  Colonics 
might  be,  he  asked:  ^*  But  to  whom  is  this  proposal  to  be  made,  or  what 
security  can  be  given  for  any  compliance  with  it  t "  To  another  ministe- 
rialist, on  February  13,  he  said  that  *'all  would  bo  scouted  and  ridi- 
culed." It  was  no  satisfaction  for  him  to  hear  in  reply  that  ^'something 
must  be  done.  The  country  party  was  going  off;  they  had  lost  fifty 
members;  they  should  not  have  a  majority  of  twenty  if  something  was 
not  done.''    On  the  next  day  Hutchinson  made  the  following  entry: 

"  Taeaday,  iho  ITtli,  is  appoiuftcd  for  Lord  North's  plan  to  conio  Uoforo  tlio  huuso. 
He  never  was  so  much  perplexed  before,  and  his  friends  think  ho  is  making  bad 
worse." 

On  the  17th  he  met  Lord  Hardwicke,  and  what  lintchiuson  either 
said  or  hinted  we  may  gather  from  what  he  told  us  of  Uardwicke,  who, 
he  said,  "seems  willing  to  give  up  all,  but  is  confused  in  his  notions  of 
government,  as  every  man  must  be  when  ho  departs  from  the  funda- 
mental prnciples  and  admits  governed  to  bo  governors."  With  Lord 
Hillsborough  he  had  a  significant  conversation  on  February  20,  after 
Lord  North's  conciliatory  bill  had  been  odered: 

"He  (Hillsborough)  agreed  that  all  the  bust  niuti  in  the  kiiigdoni  were  V7)tiiig  in 
Parliament  for  a  measure  thoy  disapproved  of.  But  one  of  tbo  cabinet  was  in  it; 
that  was  Lord  Dartmouth.  He  did  not  kuow  but  Lord  Weymouth  might  thiulc  less 
unfavorably  than  lord  president,  lord  chancellor,  lord  Snflblk,  and  Lord  Sandwich, 
Tfho  were  utterly  against  it.  I  asked  if  tbe  king  did  not  countenance  itf  He 
thongbt  the  K.  would  never  thwart  his  minister,  and  would  rather,  when  dissatisfied, 
change  him." 

On  the  20th  he  met  Jenkinson  (afterwards  Lord  Liverpool),  "who  is 
very  silent,  cold,  and  reserved  5  asked  a  question  or  two.  He  answered 
he  had  no  hand  in  what  wjis  doing.  It  not  being  one  of  the  mollia 
temporaj  1  withdrew.  Kvcrybody  where  I  go  is  out  of  temper.  What 
can  be  more  unpleasant  than  to  bo  obliged  to  vole  for  whatthej'  ntterly 
tlisapproved  f  And  no  doubt  Hutchinson  stimulated,  as  far  Jis  he  pru- 
dently could,  this  ill  temper  and  disapproval.  The  day  was  over  when 
heconld  be  welcomed  back  to  his  beloved  country  as  a  messenger  of 
peace.  His  only  chance  of  restoration  was  by  military  force.  Concil- 
iation would  make  his  enemies  supreme.    His  cherished  home  at  Milton, 
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tlio  most  beautiful  country  seat  ou  the  coast,  his  spacious  Boston  hoiisey 
his  position  as  governor,  could  now  be  restored  for  him  only  by  sach 
overwhelming  military  force  as  would  desolate  the  laud.  His  despair 
increased  as  time  passed  on,  and  as  the  want  of  permanent  military  suc- 
cess made  the  ministry  more  and  more  desirous  of  compromise.  On 
April  4,  1778;  he  called  again  on  Corn  wall,  '*  who  I  saw  by  his  coon- 
tonance  to  bo  engaged,  and  had  only  two  or  three  words.  I  said  I  bad 
no  concern  for  myself,  but  I  had  no  prospect  for  my  children.  He  bid 
me  not  be  concerned ;  government  would  not  let  them  suffer.  America, 
he  said,  was  lost  Unnecessarily,  I  thought,  given  up.  Most  shame- 
fully, he  added.'' 

On  June  2  comes  the  following: 

"Tho  loiters  from  Now  York  lament  the  oonoiliatory  measarefli  as  they  are  oaUed, 
fearing  they  will  make  tlio  AmoricaQS  more  teaacione  of  their  independence;  speak 
of  a  treaty  as  a  mattor  nucertaiu,  but  rathor  bolioTO  thoy  will  not  come  to  if 

The  ^*  people  in  Kew  York,"  that  is  to  say,  the  loyalists  who  remuued 
in  the  city  after  its  capture  by  the  British,  therefore  resisted,  as  did 
nutchinson,  <<  conciliation,"  embracing,  as  the  measure  did,  opening  of 
American  port-s,  relief  from  British  taxation,  and  local  solf-governmeni. 
Whatever  might  have  been  their  position  in  1774  and  1775,  in  1778  the 
only  terms  that  would  satisfy  them  would  be  such  annihilation  of  the  pro- 
vincial governments  as  would  restore  them  to  colonial  power  and  secure  to 
thein  their  confiscated  estates.  And  it  is  an  interesting  fact  that  among 
those  who  called  themselves  subjects  of  George  111  none  were  at  this 
time  more  discontented  than  these  loyalists.  JTutchinson  was  pecul- 
iarly favore<l  by  the  crown.  He  had  a  largo  pension  and  several  of  his 
family  were  provided  for.  Yet  on  June  9,  1778,  immediately  after  ac- 
knowledging having  secured  a  salary  for  his  brother,  comes  the  follow- 
ing: "Everybody  complains  of  the  languor  and  inactivity  in  public 
affairs."  Uis  diary,  after  the  first  year  of  his  residence,  had  been  grad- 
ually losing  that  interest  which  is  derived  from  intimacy  with  men  of 
high  political  station.  Ills  old  tory  notion,  it  is  true,  that  power,  as  he 
expressed  it,  was  to  come  from  governors  to  governed,  and  not  from 
governed  to  governors,  became  even  more  intense,  and  his  theoretical 
loyalty  to  the  crown  even  more  abject.  But  his  idols  were  becoming 
personally  sick  of  him  and  ho  personally  tired  of  his  idols.  It  is  true 
that  he  assiduously  attended  the  royal  levees;  that  he  loyally  (on 
June  10, 1778)  concurred  in  the  king's  remark  that  **  some  of  the  wick- 
edness of  the  times  went  from  hence  to  America;"  and  that  when  the 
king  said,  "  They  are  a  sad  nest,"  he  rei)lied,  "  I  hope,  sir,  they  will  be 
broken  up  in  time."  It  is  true  also  that  afterwards  (June  24, 1779), 
when  the  king  dilated  on  the  "  wickedness"  of  the  whig  opposition,  he 
rei)lied,  loyally  enough,  that  he  ^<  detested  them."  But  while  humble 
subserviency  was  expected  of  him,  his  advice  was  no  longer  sought, 
lie  found  himself  no  longer  welcomed  even  by  the  king.    lie  complained 
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tbat  Lord  North  never  approached  hiin  on  the  subject  of  those  coucili- 
atioQ  measares  which,  if  successful,  would  have  sacriflcod  himself  and 
other  refugees  who  had  been  banished  aud  whose  property  had  been 
seized.  The  iuability  of  the  ministers  to  crush  the  <^  rebelliou  "  in  Amer- 
ica ho  attributed  either  to  their  folly  or  to  the  inefficiency  of  their  sub- 
alterns. Wlien  Lord  Hillsborough,  to  whose  persuasions  ho  attrib- 
uted his  acceptance  of  the  Massiichusetts  governorship,  listened  coldly 
to  liis  advice,  he  turned  bitterly  away,  groaning  over  the  ingratitude  of 
uien  in  power.  On  March  9, 1779,  hearing  of  Lord  Suffolk's  death,  ho 
says :  ^'  Ho  took  great  notice  of  mo  when  I  first  came  to  England,  but 
I  have  never  yet  met  with  any  person  who,  when  I  asked  an3'thing  for 
any  of  my  family  or  friends,  would  make  use  of  their  influence  in 
my  behalf;  which  I  attribute  to  a  fear  lest  it  be  considered  us  a  favor 
which,  if  granted  at  their  request,  would  lessen  their  claims  for  them- 
selves or  some  of  their  connections;''  and  then,  as  if  pointing  out  the 
retribution  on  such  nepotism,  he  added  that  ^<  he  left  no  children,"  and 
that  the  probability  was  that  ^'  the  title  would  go  to  a  very  remote  re- 
lation." ^'I  never  was  more  disordered  in  speaking  to  the  king  than 
to-day,"  80  he  writes  on  March  29, 1779 ;  ^<  and  by  his  sudden  turning 
and  speaking  to  the  next  person  I  think  he  discovered  it."  No  longer 
do  we  meet  with  notices  of  royal  and  ministerial  honors  conferred  on 
him,  though  ho  continued  to  enjoy  his  large  pension.  Wo  hear,  indeed, 
of  leading  ministers,  but  it  is  in  terms  of  reprobsition ;  and.  what  is  told 
of  them  is  matter  of  gossip — the  profligacy  of  Lord  Sandwich,  the  worse 
than  profligacy  of  Lord  George  Germain.  In  the  meantime  the  life  of 
the  wear}'  exile  was  hastening  to  its  close  under  shadows  deei>euing  each 
day.  "  Government,"  he  exclaimed,  on  November  24,  1779,  "  has  failed 
in  all  its  measures,  merely  for  want  of  fit  officers  to  carry  them  into 
execution;"  but  for  this  improper  selection  of  officers  and  its  own 
temporising  i)olicy  government  was  nevertheless  to  blame.  Domestic 
troubles  came  in  to  further  <loprcss  him.  His  married  children  came  to 
him  with  their  families  for  support,  they  deserting  all  they  had  in  Bos- 
ton for  England,  where  tliey  expected  a  sympath(».tic  welcome,  but 
where  the  only  welcome  tbey  received,  and  that  a  sad  one,  was  from 
him,  Ilis  two  younger  children  ("  Peggy"  and  ** Billy),"  on  whom  his 
love  seemed  concentrated,  died  of  consumption,  he  thought  produced 
by  the  uncongenial  climate,  ills  great  desire  had  been  to  be  carried 
back  to  Boston,  if  not  for  death,  at  least  for  burial  in  the  grave-yard 
where  lay  four  generations  of  his  ancestors.  But  this  was  denied  him, 
aud  on  June  3,  1780,  he  died  in  London,  in  i)art  at  least  from  a  broken 
heart,  and  was  laid  next  his  daughter  "Peggy,"  at  the  church  at 
Croyden. 

Franklin  and  Hutchinson  were  together  in  London  for  some  months  in 
1774  and  1775,  though  without  meeting.  Bach  was  at  this  time  desirous 
of  a  reconciliation  between  the  Colonies  and  the  motlier  country.  Each 
worked  iu  his  own  fashion  to  bring  about  such  a  rccoucilvvvUovi  w^  Vv^ 
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approved.  Each  had  been  a  holder  of  high  ofiBce  ander  the  Britidi 
crown.  But  iii  one  material  point  they  differed.  Franklin  was  leaving 
England  for  America  because  he  was  determined  to  cast  his  fortunes 
with  America,  her  liberty  being,  as  he  considered,  essential  to  her  polit- 
ical existence.  nutcliinsonleftAmericafor  England  because  heregarded 
British  supremacy  as  essential  even  to  America's  prosperity.  Franklin 
insisted  on  self-government  for  the  Oolonies,  and  if  this  could  not  be 
secured,  on  independence.  Hutchinson  abhorred  this  antonomy,  which 
would  be  as  destructive  of  his  personal  interests  as  of  his  political  prinoi- 
X)les.  Hence  it  was  that  their  linesof  action  became  moreandmorediverg- 
ent.  Hutchinson  represented  the  diplomacy  of  retrogression  and  repres- 
sion, the  diplomacy  of  StraiTord,  which  would  coerce  colonial  dependence 
by  blood.  Franklin  represented  the  diplomacy  of  progressive  liberal- 
ism, of  which  colonial  liberty,  or,  if  not  granted,  colonial  indepondencei 
was  the  primary  requisite.  The  diplomacy  of  Franklin  after  1776  was 
employed  to  obtain  liberty  and  independence  for  America,  which  after- 
wards w<as  to  result  in  vastly  increasing  the  resources  of  Britain.  The 
diplomacy  of  Hutchinson  was  strained  to  destroy  American  liberty  and 
independence,  and  in  this  to  make  America,  to  repeat  again  Chatham's 
words,  the  lit  instrument  to  destroy  British  liberty.^  And  it  is  remark- 
able how,  in  Hutchinson's  diplomatic  efforts,  as  representing  American 
loysilism,  these  objects  converged.  To  put  down  the  liberal  opposition 
of  England,  which  the  king  and  he  so  cordially  agreed  to  detest,  was  a 
work  to  be  pursued  with  the  same  Implacable  thoroughness  as  was  the 
putting  down  the  revolutionary  opposition  in  the  United  States. 

AuomptBto  break uio French        §  29.  Whcu  the  alHancc  of  1778  between  France 

allianco.  ' 

and  the  United  States  became  known,  the  first 
impulse  in  England  was  to  declare  war  against  Franco;  the  second,  to 
separate  the  allies.  To  bring  about  this  separation  two  courses  were 
pursued.  The  first  was  sending  appeals  to  America,  to  circulate  which 
the  device  of  ^*  intercepted  letters  "  was  resorted  to.  Oonspicuous.among 
these  were  Deaue's  letters,  which  appeared,  alter  his  apostacy,  in  Eiv- 

*  This  was  tho  gonoral  tompor  of  tlio  rofugoes  of  tbe  tory  stamp.  Thns  we  have  tho 
following : 

**  Rcinoustrato  loudly  to  those  iu  authority  against  treating  with  Congress.  Treat- 
ing with  them  is  establishing  them.  •  •  •  Though  wo  should  oven  conqner  tbe 
rebels,  yet>  if  an  accoinniodation  is  settled  with  the  Congress,  I  shall  consider  the  Col- 
onics OS  eventually  lost,  and  that  in  a  little  time,  to  Great  Britain."  (Now  York  tory 
letter  of  May  14,  1779,  in  London  Chronicle  for  July  3-0,  1779.) 

Hutchinson's  pension  wns  £2,000.  It  was  granted  to  him  immediately  on  bis  ar- 
rival in  England,  and  \vas  to  continue  until  he  was  able  to  resume  bis  governorship. 
The  largeness  of  this  pension  shows  that  tbe  ministry  regarded  it  as  only  temporary, 
and  that  they  bad  no  expectation  of  ultimate  disaster,  and  no  oonceptiou  of  tbe  enor- 
mous claims  to  be  subsequently  brought  against  them  by  refugees. 

Ao  embodying  Hutchinson's  distinctive  views,  see  address  of  American  loyalists  io 
London  Morning  Post,  March  5, 1782,  urging  necessity  of  prosecuting  the  war  till  the 
rebellion  bo  crushed. 
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ingtou's  (Royal)  Gazotte,  and  which  consisted  chieQy  in  ingenious  arga- 
ments  to  the  disparagement  of  France  and  the  praise  of  Britain  as  the 
true  friend  of  the  United  States.*  The  second  course  followed  was  that 
of  diplomatic  efforts  to  induce  France  to  desert  the  United  States,  the 
most  conspicuous  of  which  was  the  offer  of  Minorca  to  the  Russian 
ompreas  on  condition  that  she,  as  mediator  in  the  then  proposed  medi- 
ation,  should  persuade  France  to  withdraw  all  her  troops  and  ships 
from  Amerioa.t  Direct  approaches  also  were  made  to  bring  about  such 
a  separation.  There  is  now  no  doubt  that  Hartley's  letters  to  Franklin 
ou  the  superiority  of  an  English  to  a  French  alliance  were  instigated 
by  Lord  North.  Nor  can  there  be  now  any  doubt  that  Vergeunes  was 
informed  from  the  same  quarter  that  France  could  make  easy  terms  if 
she  would  desert  America.| 

corrapUoB;  forgery.  §  39.  It  was  Well  cuough  that  American  refugees 

in  England  should  have  stipends  allowed  them; 
but  when,  a  few  weeks  after  his  treachery,  a  letter  of  Arnold  appeared 
in  which  he  acknowledged  having  received  £5,000;  ||  when  it  became 
probable,  as  it  is  now  proved,  that  secretaries  in  American  legations 
were  under  British  pay;1]  when  to  eminent  revolutionists  on  both  sides 
of  the  water  intimations  came  that  they  would  be  well  cared  for  if  they 
should  effect  a  compromise  by  which  British  sovereignty  at  least  would 
be  saved  ;••  when,  as  we  now  know,  enormous  sums  of  British  secret- 
service  money  were  spent  in  diplomatic  corruption ;  when  Paris,  to  use 

•  See  infra,  $$  29,  16:1. 

i  Supra,  ^  7.  For  nttoinptH  to  dniw  Franco  into  Rcparato  peace,  boo  Vorgenncs  to 
Lnzenio,  March  23,  17c^,  traMBlat<Ml  in  part  in  8  Sparks'  Washington,  291. 

X  Stormont,  in  his  c1ispatcho»  of  July,  1777,  (lihitc5)  on  lii.s  cflforts  to  mako  Vorgcunes 
lioliovo  that  Franklin  was  intriguing;  wiUi  England  agninst  tho  Fronoh  ministry. 
<Sc«  80  Sparks  Papers,  Harvard  Collogo. ) 

H  See  index,  title  Arnold. 

Among  tho  '*lntorcoptod  letters"  in  tho  Department  of  State  is  one  from  James 
Moyrick,  Parliament  street,  January  30,  1781,  to  "  MaJor-GcMicral "  Arnold,  announc- 
ing tho  investment  on  tho  latter's  behalf  of  £5,000,  wliich  waH  a  part  of  the  money 
paid  to  Arnold  for  his  trc:ison. 

Tho  following  extract  from  an  **  intercepted  letter"  in  tho  Department  of  State  from 
John  Ilatton  to  his  son,  dated  January  I,  1781,  illustrates  the  status  of  some  of  tho 
refugees: 

"  I  have  had  a  conference  with  some  of  our  great  men,  the  loids  of  the  treasury,  and 
as  «ome  compensation  they  have  given  me  £300  in  cash  and  £80  per  anunm,  and 
likewise  my  cust-om-house  salary  during  my  ahscuco  from  my  port.  Had  I  been  for- 
tunate enough  to  have  come  three  or  four  years  before  1  might  have  had  four  hun- 
tlroil  or  five  hundred  a  year,  as  Andrew  Allen,  who  was  attorney-general  at  Thila- 
delphia,  as  one  of  tho  most  violent  rebels,  and  raised  a  company  of  rebel  riflemen, 
is  now  here  and  has  four  hundred  per  annum,  and  numbers  of  others  of  tho  white- 
washed sort  have  from  eighty  to  five  hundred  a  year.  Thus  government  has  been 
much  imposed  upon  by  these  arch  jockeys  and  has  overdone  itself,  but  can  not  with 
propriety  retract;  therefore  the  king's  real  friends  faro  tlio  worse,  and  some  have 
been  petitioning  for  two  or  more  years  to  no  purpose." 

t  Sco  infra f  (  1.^. 

••Soetiipra,  $8. 
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tlio  words  both  of  Friiukliu  and  Vorgennos,  was  so  thronged  by  seore' 
Britisli  emissaries  that  every  movement  of  an  American  envoy  wai 
watched  and  every  accessible  influence  which  could  work  on  hin 
seized* — then  it  is  impossible  for  us  not  to  acknowledge  the  uuscrapaloni 
skill  and  lavish  expenditure  by  which  this  particular  line  of  policy  wai 
worked  out  by  the  British  Qovernnient.t 

In  tiiis  connection  may  be  noticed  the  issuing  by  British  authority  o 
false  or  corrupted  papers  purporting  to  come  from  Americans  or  froD 
Frenchmen  corresponding  with  Americans.l 


•  n 


"  I  coiitiiiuo  to  watch  Franklin's  raotiouB  as  narrowly  as  I  can,  but  without  seomiDj 
to  pay  lunch  attention  to  them.  I  have  frequent  oficrs  of  iutoUigenoo  with  regan 
to  him,  but  whenever  theso  ofTurs  come  from  a  suspicious  quarter,  which  ia  often  th 
case,  my  general  answer  is  that  I  know  already  that  hois  como  here  aa  a  fagiti? 
rebel,  which  is  all  I  want  to  know  with  reganl  to  him."  (Stormont  to  Weymoath 
Jan.  15,  1777,  Bancroft  MSS.) 

\  Supra,  $$7,8. 

Of  Galloway,  whose  case  exhibited  the  most  important  political  convcreiou  jnad 
by  the  Dritish  dnring  the  war.  Sir  William  Howe,  in  his  Observations,  nays: 

**  I  allowed  him  at  the  rate  of  £200  sterling  per  annum  from  the  time  of  his  joioioj 
the  army  until  ho  could  be  otherwise  provided  for.  When  wo  had  taken  pioscssioj 
of  Pliiliidelphia  I  appointed  him  a  magistrate  of  the  police  of  the  city,  with  a  salat; 
made  up  of  £300  sterling  per  annum  and  six  shillings  a  day  more  for  a  olerk.  I  nhi 
appointed  him  superintendent  of  the  port,  with  a  salary  of  twenty  shillings  a  day 
making  in  the  whole  upwards  of  £777  sterling  per  annum.  Had  his  i>opularlty  or  pei 
sonal  inlluenco  in  Pennsylvania  been  as  groat  as  he  preteiTded  it  was,  I  should  no 
have  thought  the  money  ill- bestowed.  I  at.first  paid  attention  to  his  opinions  ant 
relied  on  him  for  procuring  mo  secret  intelligouce,  but  I  afterwards  found  my  confl 
deuce  was  miflplacud.  His  ideas  I  discovered  to  bo  visionary,  and  his  iutelligenci 
was  too  frequently  cither  ill-fonndcd  or  so  much  exaggerated  that  it  would  have  beei 
unsafe  to  act  upon  it.  Having  once  detected  him  in  sending  me  a  piece  of  intelli 
gence  from  a  person  who  afterwards,  upon  examination,  gave  a  different  account  o 
the  matter,  I  immediately  changed  the  channel  of  secret  oommunioation,  and  li 
future  considered  Mr.  Galioway  as  a  nugatory  informer.  I  oontinued  him,  however 
in  his  lucrative  offices  as  mngistrate  of  the  police  ami  superintendent  of  the  l>ort,  ii 
the  duties  of  which  I  believe  ho  was  not  deficient.'^  See  further  under  date  of  Jnn 
10,  1780. 

I  See  index,  title  Forgery. 

The  extent  to  which  this  system  of  falsification  was  carried  is  notieed  in  a  not 
hereafter  given  to  a  letter  of  Marbois,  under  date  of  March  13,  17S2. 

"  I  have  seen  a  letter  published  in  a  handbill  in  New  York,  and  extracts  of  i 
republished  in  the  Philadelphia  paper,  said  to  be  from  mo  to  Mrs.  Washington, no 
one  word  of  which  «lid  I  ever  write.  Those  contained  in  the  pamphlet  you  speak  o 
are,  I  presume,  equally  genuine,  and  perhaps  written  by  the  same  author."  (Wash 
ington  to  U.  H.  Leo,  2  R.  II.  Leo's  Life,  20.) 

In  a  letter  from  Wahliiiigtou  to  Pickering,  of  Alarch  3, 1797(11  Sparks' Washington 
193),  he  designates  a.s  a  "  base  forgery''  certain  lettei-s  to  Lund  Washington,  of  Jun 
12,  July  8,  July  15,  July  Ki,  July  22,  1770;  to  J.  P.  Custis,  of  June  18,  1776;  and  t 
Mrs.  Washington,  of  Juno  24,  177C.  The  ** letter*'  to  Mrs.  Washington  of  June 24 
177G,  is  given  as  genuine  in  the  London  Chronicle  of  December  22-30,  1777,  aD< 
though  some  fragments  of  it  might  have  been  written  by  Washington,  yet  it  is  ftll« 
with  passages  of  sentimentnlism  both  of  love  and  loyalty  which  could  never  hav 
como  from  his  pen. 

Sir  William  Howe,  in  the  House  of  Commons,  on  May  3,  1779  (20  ParliameDiar; 
History,  745),  expressly  avowed  that  the  famous  invitation  in  1777  to  him  from  lead 
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The  forgery  witliiQ  the  British  lines  of  American  paper  money  is  more 
than  once  referreil  to  in  the  following  pages.  A  kindred  falsiaoation^ 
that  of  passing  of  clipped  coin  by  British  purchasers  of  provisions,  was  a 
common  device.  The  chief  iu  this  line  of  falsification  was  General  Bob- 
ertson,  the  barrack-master  in  New  York  during  the  British  occupation. 
Jones,  the  tory  historian  of  Kew  York,  whose  high  personcil  character 
entitles  him  to  full  credence,  gives  a  detailed  statement  of  Bobertsoii's 
clipping  the  coin  he  received  from  England  to  purchase  American  sup- 
plies, and  in  this  way  making  a  vast  fortune.  These  clipped  coins  wore 
called  ^^  Robertsons,"  and  were  noticed  by  Ohastellux  as  in  wide  circu- 
lation. As  several  millions  of  pounds  were  sent  to  America  from  Eng- 
land for  disbursement,  and  were  thus  clipped  in  New  York,  the  profits 
mast  have  been  enormous.* 

'1S'h2S^JP"*^tond£^^o       5  ^''  ^^  another  volume t  it  is  shown  that  the 
•eknowiadgo  independ.    policy  of  Fox,  as  leading  iu  foreign  affairs  the 

liockingham  whigs,  was  to  grant  independence 

absolutely  and  unconditionally  to  the  United  State«.|    Had  this  been 

part  of  a  plan  by  which  the  United  States,  when  independent,  would 

have  been  endowed  with  a  territory  sufficiently  ample  to  enable  them 

to  take  a  leading  place  among  nations,  and  had  they  been  allowed  to 

continue  on  the  old  basis  their  trade  with  England  and  her  colonies, 

this  plan  would  liave  been  the  best  that  could  have  been  proposed.    But, 

as  is  shown  in  the  notes  referred  to,  not  only  did  Fox,  when  the  treaty 

giving  the  United  States  a  common  interest  in  (he  fisheries  and  the 

ing  citissonfl  of  PLiladelphm,  which  produced  so  groat  an  oflfcct  in  England  and  iu 
France,  was  forged  by  himRelf.  Ho  *' answered  tho  fact  (with  which  he  had  been 
twitted  by  Qormain)  rcfipocting  the  protended  invitation  from  the  inhabitants  of 
Philadelphia,  tohich  he  said  had  been  fabncatcd  hy  himself  in  order  to  deceive  the  enemy. 
He  forged  the  invitation  and  sent  a  person  wiUi  tf,  that  the  contents  might  fall  into  the 
hands  of  the  rebels^  in  order  to  deceive  General  Washington  and  alarm  him  for  his  oton 
safety  on  account  of  traitors  within  and  a  powerful  enemy  from  without,*' 

•  1  History  of  New  York,  1C2. 

t  Appendix  to  3d  vol.  Dig.  Int.  Law. 

t  During  tho  war,  Richmond  and  Fox  did  not  conceal  tho  satisfaction  with  which 
they  viewed  British  defeats  in  America  so  long  an  thoy  considered  it  a  contest  between 
English  and  English.  Even  after  France  intervened  Horace  Walpolo,  who  iu  this  re- 
spect was  an  ultra  whig,  thus  writes: 

"  France  has  a  ri^i^ht  to  huniblo  us.  Tho  true  English  who  are  in  America  have  behaved 
like  Englishmen,  wiUiout  any  Scot  alloy.  Tho  victories  of  Franco  wilt  bo  over  Scots. 
Dr.  Franklin's  triumph  has  boon  over  a  Scot  ambassador  (Stormout)."  (Horace  Wal- 
pole  to  Mason,  March  IG,  1778.) 

"I  rejoice  that  there  is  still  a  great  continent  of  Englishmen  who  still  remain  froo 
and  independent,  and  who  laugh  at  tho  impotent  majorities  of  a  prostitute  Parlia- 
ment."   (Walpole  to  Conway,  Juno  5,  1779.) 

"  I  appeal  to  the  unalterable  nature  of  justice  whether  this  war  with  America  is  a 
]o8t  one.  If  it  is  not,  can  an  honest  mau  wish  success  to  itf  (Walpole  to  tho 
Countess  of  Ossory,  October  26,  1781.) 

Ab  to  peace  agenf«  representing  this  class,  see  infra,  $  107  if. 
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western  territory  as  far  as  the  Mississippi  came  up  befora  Parliainenti 
volieinently  attack  it  as  an  invasion  of  British  rights,  but,  though  the 
treaty  could  not  be  set  aside,  he  followed  up  this  attack  wheu  minister 
by  a  measure  the  cQect  of  which  was  to  greatly  injure,  to  the  detriment 
of  both  nations,  the  trade  of  the  United  States  with  the  West  Indies.* 

ohftthftm  and  sboiimino       §32.  Amcrfca,  it  was  declared  by  Ohatham, 
ciAi  union.  could  uot  bc  conqucred.    Hence  all  hostile  troops 

should  be  withdrawn  from  her  shores,  and  she 
should  be  offered  absolute  local  self  government,  her  union  with  the 
mother  country  being  merely  federal,  and  this  union  only  obliging  her  to 
dependence  in  respect  to  Ibreigu  relations.  And  if  the  iudepeudeuce  of 
America  was  to  bo  acknowledged  by  Britain,  it  was  to  be  regarded  as  the 
result  of  a  partition  of  empire  involving  a  system  of  entire  commercial 
reciprocity.  This  view  was  accepte<l  by  Shelburne,  the  most  philosophi- 
cal of  British  statesmen,  and  was  maintained  by  William  Pitt,  ttie  son, 
when  chancellor  of  the  exchequer  under  the  Shelburne  administration« 
It  was  by  Shelburne  also  that  a  community  of  interest  in  the  fisheries 
and  aiti  extension  of  territory  to  the  Mississippi  were  recognized  in  the 
articles  of  1782,  which  made  a  settlement  not  of  grant,  as  it  would  have 
been  under  the  policy  of  Fox,  but  of  partition,  each  party  reUuning  her 
prior  rights.  For  it  was  maintained  by  Shelburne,  following  herein  the 
views  of  Adam  Smith  and  of  Price,t  that  England  would  be  benefited 
by  such  a  partition  of  sovereignty  accompanied  by  reciprocity  of  trade, 
and  that  the  more  mighty  the  United  States  should  then  become,  the 
better  it  would  be  for  her.  Bettor  by  far  for  England,  so  they  argued, 
that  North  America  should  become  a  powerful  sovereignty,  controlled 
by  men  of  English  blood,  embracing  the  whole  Mississippi  Valley,  than 
that  that  fertile  valley  should  be  subjected  to  the  paralyzing  power  of 
Spain,  and  that  the  English-speaking  people  of  America  should  in  this 
way  be  so  weakened  as  to  be  permanently  dependent  upon  an  alliance 
with  France.  It  was  on  these  principles  that  the  peace  of  1782-'83 
was  negotiated.  The  consideration  of  this  great  settlement,  however, 
must  be  reserved  to  another  volume.  | 

^Appendix  to  3(1  vol.  Dig.  Int.  Law. 

f  8o6  3  Lccky*8  History  of  England,  390. 

t  Soo  t'n/ra,  nndci*  daio  of  1782,  1783;  rco  also  appendix  to  Bocond  edition  Digest 
of  International  Law.  As  to  peace  negotiations,  see  Mr.  Trescot's  excellent  Diplo- 
macy of  tbe  Uevolntion,  04  ff. 
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ATTITUDE  OF  FRANCE  TO  TUE  VNITEV  STATES. 

^F^w'eoynid^'b^  tho        ^  ^^'  "^^^^  treaty  of  1703,  by  which  Canada^  cer- 
ttrntjorimr  taiu  French  West  India  islands,  and  the  douii- 

nancy  of  India  passed  from  France  to  England, 
was  at  first  as  much  censured  in  England  and  America  as  it  was  in 
France.  The  treaty,  it  was  declared,  did  not  take  half  enough.  Franco 
should  have  been  entirely  driven  from  the  fisheries.  She  should  not 
havo  been  allowed  a  foothold  in  America.  But  while  in  Fninco  the 
hatred  engendered  by  the  treivty  festered  in  secret,  in  England  the 
opposition,  venting  itself  through  the  parliamentary  safety-valve,  ceased 
to  exist  when  Parliament  assented  to  the  treaty.  But  that  assent  was 
bought  not  very  honorably,  however  wise  it  may  have  been.  Pitt^ 
rather  than  acquiesce,  resigned.  Bute,  then  in  the  ascendant,  had  to 
fall  back  on  Henry  Fox,  whose  powers  as  a  leader,  coupled  with  the 
corrupt  influences  which  he  employed,  enabled  him,  desperate  as  was 
his  character,  to  carry  the  treaty  through.  But  the  popular  conviction 
in  England  that  it  was  an  unworthy  surrender,  while  it  was  at  the  same 
time  regarded  in  France  with  an  agony  of  humiliation,  shows  that  there 
then  existed  an  ant<^gonism  between  the  two  countries  which  must,  even 
without  the  American  llcvolution,  hilvo  sown  the  seeds  of  another  war. 

°ront?^  ***  *^*°"'  ^*"'""*'        5  ^^-  The  dissatisfaction  with  which  this  treaty 

was  received  in  England  was  limited  and  evan- 
escent compared  with  that  with  which  it  was  received  in  France.  In 
England  only  the  military  pride  of  tlio  nation  was  wounded,  and  in  a 
short  time  it  was  felt  that  the  countrj'  had  gained  as  nnich  as  it  could 
have  safely  claimed,  and  that  upon  the  whole  the  peace  was  better 
for  it  than  would  have  been  the  continuance  of  the  war.  In  France  it 
was  otherwise.  The  French  army  had  been  disgraced  by  ignominuous 
defeats  in  Germany;  the  French  navy  had  been  almost  annihilated; 
the  French  merchant  service  was  for  the  time  paralyzed,  and  the  French 
ilag  ceased  to  wave  on  the  continent  of  America.  Canada  passed  over 
to  England ;  over  the  massive  fortifications  of  Louisburg,  on  which 
Prance  had  lavished  so  much  money  and  skill,  the  British  Hag  now 
Imng.  Even  on  her  own  territory  Frjinco  bore  the  scar  of  her  humilia- 
tion, she  being  obliged  to  agree  not  to  fortify  Dunkirk.  On  Spain  also, 
to  whom  she  was  bound  by  family  ties  as  well  as  by  alliance  during  the 
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war  the  treaty  closed,  tbe  still  greater  iudiguity  was  imposed  of  the  re- 
tention by  England  of  Gibraltar,  so  augmented  in  strength  as  to  make 
it  almost  impregnable. 

To  France  such  a  condition  was  unendnrable,  and  peace  was  hardly 
settled  before  she  began  a  series  of  measnres  which  would  enable  her 
to  assert  her  position  as  a  first-class  power.  She  at  once  reorganized 
her  navy,  and  so  energetic  was  her  action  in  this  relation  that  in  17G5 
she  had  sixty-four  ships  of  the  line  and  thirty-four  frigates  for  cruising. 
And  she  succeeded — availing  herself  of  the  reaction  in  Europe  against 
England,  caused  by  the  hitter's  arrogant  pretensions  to  naval  suprem* 
acy — in  forming  intimate  political  relations  with  Austria  and  Holland, 
and  in  re-establishing  the  old  family  Bourbon  compact  with  Spain,  Par- 
ma, and  Naples. 

^  unifeSVilui'*'^'^"^  ^  '''*  5  ^'  Humiliating  as  the  loss  of  the  North  Amer- 
ican territories  was  to  France,  it  was  productive 
of  much  advantage  to  the  United  States  in  their  subsequent  struggle 
with  the  mother  country.  Had  France  in  1776  been  in  possession  not 
only  of  Canada  but  of  the  valley  of  the  Mississippi,  it  is  not  likely  that 
she  would  have  accepted  the  policy  of  freeing  the  United  States  from 
British  dominion;  nor,  \nv\  she  retained  Canada  and  the  Mississippi 
valle^"^,  would  she  have  nourished  that  bitter  resentment  to  Britain  which 
swayed  her  after  the  peace  of  1763.  Burke  insisted  that  the  conquest 
of  Canada  wtis  of  doubtful  value  to  Britain,  as  by  removing  France  from 
North  America  it  would  wcalcon  the. community  of  danger  which  bound 
Britain  to  her  American  Colonies  and  would  precipitate  the  division 
of  the  British  empire.  Not  only  was  this  the  case,  but  had  France  held 
in  1782  the  valley  of  the  Mississippi,  that  great  country  would  not  have 
cither  been  cljiimed  by  the  United  States  or  surrendered  by  France. 

^TMii^rluon  and  iLtrTue  *"*        ^  ^^*  ^^  ^^^  quick  cyc  of  Ohoiscul,  who  was  at 

the  head  of  the  French  ministry  in  1763,  the 
source  of  danger  as  well  as  of  hope  was  to  bo  found  in  the  English  Col- 
onies in  North  America.  Without  the  aid  drawn  from  them  England 
could  not  have  conquered  Canada  and  could  not  have  wrested  the  fish- 
eries from  France.  In  the  then  condition  of  the  world  these  English  Col- 
onics had,  under  England's  protection,  the  capacity  of  placing  on  the 
high  seas  a  naval  force  which  England  alone  could  surpass,  and  of  divid- 
ing with  England  the  carrying  trade  of  the  world.  Should  England  re- 
tain these  Colonies,  they  would  together  hold  an  absolute  empire  over 
the  seas.  If  the  Colonies  should  revolt,  and  if  independence  could  l>e 
achieved  by  them  by  war,  then,  by  alliance  with  them,  or  even  by  their 
standing  aloof  as  neutrals,  France  would  bo  able  to  contest  England's 
maritime  supremacy.  To  watch  the  Colonies;  to  foment  as  far  as  possi- 
ble their  discontent;  to  aid  them  in  insurrection  against  England,  so  far 
us  this  could  be  done  without  prematurely  engaging  in  a  war  with  Bng- 
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land ;  was  tbo  policy  of  the  miuistry  of  Louis  XV  from  the  time  of  the 
bamiiiation  of  17G3.« 

For  a  while,  however,  this  policy  was  satisAed  with  collecting  infer* 
mation  and  giving  to  the  discontented  leaders  in  America  enigmatical 
bints  of  foreign  aid  that  might  in  certain  contingencies  be  received.  The 
ingeuions  system  of  secret  service  wbich  Louis  XV  had  put  into  Euro- 
pean operation  had  what  migbt  be  called  its'Hiterary  bureau"  in  Amer- 
ica, whose  reports  he  personally  scanned.  According  to  Do  Witt,  bo 
took  a  "  malicious  pleasure"  in  listening  to  whatever  showed  the  growth 
of  American  disaffection. 

"  Ho  WAS  very  woll  served  by  tlio  rcprosontativos  of  Frnnco  in  London.  M.  Dnrand, 
and  after  liim  M.  de  Ch&tolot,  or  iu  the  absence  of  the  latter,  M.  Franoais,  his  first 
secretary,  were  iooessautly  ou  the  search  for  ideas  and  news. .  Their  correspondence 
abounds  iu  particulars  relating  to  tlio  history,  position,  forces,  hopes,  and  desires  of 
the  Colonies;  particulars  deri  veil  from  the  best  sources,  the  writings  and  con  versa-  > 
tions  of  Franklin,  the  reports  of  M.  de  Pontlcroy  (an  intolligont  naval  officer  whom 
M.  de  Choisoul  had  commissioned  in  1764  and  17G6  to  visit  the  Colonies  seci^^tly  under 
tho  name  of  Beanlien),  from  communication  with  morchnnts  in  the  city,  indiscreet 
remarks  of  members  of  tho  opposition^  American  newspapers;  and  there  are  still  to 
(  bo  found  in  the  archives  of  the  ofllco  of  foreign  affairs  pamphlets,  reports  of  assem- 
blies and  meetings,  and  poUticnl  ^sormqiis,  which  wero  annexed  iu  groat  profusion  to 
their  dispatches.  They  did  not  confine  themselves  to  stating  what  they  had  heard ; 
they  also  said  what  tliey  thought.''    (Do  Witt's  Jefferson,  52.) 

Policy  of  Loais  XVI  at  first        §  37.  Thc  ncws  of  Lonis  XVTs  acccssiott  to  the 

one  of  ronervo.  ^ 

throne  was  received  in  Boston  on  the  day  when 
the  port  of  that  city  was  closed  by  British  orders;  and  it  was  njitural 
that  the  leading  patriots  of  Massaclinsetts  should  Rpeculate  with  anxiety 
on  the  new  monarch  of  France,  on  whom  so  much  in  the  future  was  to 
depend.    They  had  fought  against  Louis  XV  to  establish  British  su- 

^As  to  ChoisouPs  position  Quizpt  thus  writes: 

"The  Seven  Years'  War  was  ended,  shaniefnlly  and  sadly  for  France;  M.  de  Choisoul, 
who  had  couclude<l  peace  with  regret  aud  a  bitter  pang,  was  ardently  pursuing  every 
means  of  taking  his  revenge.  To  foment  disturbances  between  England  aud  her  col- 
onies appeared  to  him  an  cfllcacious  and  a  natural  way  of  gratifying  his  feelings. 
*Thero  is  great  difllculty  in  governing  states  in  tbo  days  iu  which  wo  live,'  ho  wrote 
to  M.  Durand,  at  that  time  French  rainiHtcr  in  Loudon;  'still  greater  diiliculty  iu 
governing  those  of  America;  !ind  the  difUculty  approaches  impossibility  as  regards 
those  of  Asia.  I  am  very  much  astonished  tbat  Knglaud,  which  is  but  a  very  small 
spot  in  Europe,  should  hold  dominion  over  more  than  a  third  of  America,  and  that 
her  dominion  should  have  no  other  objoct  but  that  of  irailo.  *  *  *  As  long  as  the 
vast  American  possessions  ooutributo  no  subsidies  for  tho  support  of  tho  mother  coun- 
try, privato  persons  in  England  will  still  grow  rich  for  some  time  on  tho  trado  with 
America;  but  the  state  will  bo  undono  for  want  of  means  to  keep  together  a  too  ex- 
tended power.  If,  on  the  contrary,  England  proposes  to  establish  imposts  in  her  Amer- 
ican domains,  when  they  arc  more  extensive  and  perhaps  more  populous  than  tho 
mother  country,  when  they  havo  fishing,  woods,  navigation,  corn,  iron,  they  will 
easily  part  asunder  from  her  without  any  fear  of  chastisement,  for  England  could  not 
undertake  a  war  against  them  to  chastiso  them.'  He  encouraged  his  agents  to  keep 
him  informed  as  to  the  state  of  feeling  iu  America,  welcoming  and  studying  all  proj- 
ects, even  the  most  fantastic,  that  might  be  hostile  to  England. '^  (5  Quisot's  Uistory 
of  France,  355.) 
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prcmacy  in  North  America;  were  they  to  look  upon  Louis  XVI  as  a 
l>ossiblo  ally  or  as  a  foe  t 

The  first  action  of  Louis  XYI,  who  had  arrived  at  his  mf^ority  only 
a  short  time  before  his  accession^  gave  no  indication  as  to  his  coarse. 
He  selected  Maurepas  as  his  first  minister,  passing  over  Ohoiseul. 
Maurepas  reserved  no  particular  department  for  himself,  appointing 
Yergcnncs  to  the  foreign  oiBce,  Sartiue  to  the  navy,  Turgot  to  the 
treasury.  Yergenues  liad  eminent  qualifications  for  the  post;  indnstri- 
ous  almost  to  an  excess,  and,  as  we  will  hereafter  see  more  fully,*  of 
considerable  diplomatic  experience.  He  did  not,  indeed,  possess  the 
buoyant  enterprise  nor  the  capacity  for  versatile  movement  and  subtle 
intrigue  which  distinguished  Ohoiseul,  but  he  had  the  more  valuable 
characteristics  of  good  judgment,  of  clear  vision,  and  of  sagacious 
patience. 

To  Yergenncs  France  was  the  first  object,  and  royalty  commanded 
his  obedience  only  because  he  believed  royalty  to  be  essential  to  the 
greatness  of  France.  He  favored  the  American  insurgents  merely  as 
engines  for  breakiug  down  British  supremacy,  not  as  propagandists 
of  cosmopolitan  republicanism.  Even  less  friendly  to  them  was  Louis 
XYI;  a  believer  in  the  divine  right  of  kings,  an  absolutist  by  educa- 
tion, and  an  admirer  of  George  III,  whose  respectability  of  character 
he  could  not  but  contrast  favorably,  in  the  eyes  of  a  virtuous  observer, 
with  the  dissoluteness  of  IjouIs  XY,  and  whose  determination  not  to 
yield  one  inch  to  rebels  naturally  commended  itself  to  an  absolutist 
kiiip^.  And  on  the  mere  question  of  policy  it  was  then  by  no  means 
sure  that  the  Colonies,  even  if  France  should  commit  herself  in.  their 
favor,  might  not,  on  a  conflict  arising  between  England  and  France, 
desert  their  now  for  their  old  friend.  According  to  De  Kalb,  in  letters 
to  be  hereafter  more  fully  quoted,  written  during  his  secret  mission  to 
America  in  17G8,  the  Colonies,  no  matter  how  much  exsvsperated  against 
England,  would  fling  themselves  on  her  dide  should  she  be  engaged  in 
a  war  with  France;  and  as  late  a%  1110.  as  has  been  well  stilted :t 

"A  q  narrcl  between  Franco  and  England  wonld  oven  yet  have  sufficed  to  reconoilo  the 
CoInnicA  to  the  mother  conntry,  to  BilencctUe  factions  which  were  then  disturbing  the 
trnnquiUity  of  Loudon,  and  once  more  to  concentrate  the  whole  strcugUi  of  the  British 
empire  against  the  common  enemy  before  the  latter  was  prepared  to  renew  the  strifo. 
There  was  liore  a  groat  danger,  to  which  M.  de  Choisoul  was  perfectly  alive,  but  of 
which,  in  his  disdain  for  tho  ministry  of  which  Lord  Chatham  was  only  the  nominal 
hoail,  ho  ventured  to  mako  light.  *  I  hope,'  he  writes,  *  there  is  not  in  them  the  energy 
necessary  to  enable  thoni  to  have  recourse  to  this  remedy ;'  and  at  the  very  moment 
ho  sccmod  bont  npon  avoiding  every  chance  of  an  immediate  rupture  ho  did  notliesi- 
tato  to  risk  their  bitterest  displeasure  by  seizing  npon  Corsica.  'The  public  is  occu- 
pied with  America,'  ho  said ;  *  the  government  is  feeble;  we  can  venture  upon  a  good 
deal.'  To  seize  upon  Corsica  was  indeed  to  attempt  a  good  deal ;  it  was  putting  the 
patience  of  a  powerful  enemy  to  the  severest  test  it  could  possibly  enduro ;  but  there 
is  pushing  forward  in  this  way  to  the  verge  of  what  can  be  attempted  with  impunity 
without  experiencing  some  secret  uneasiuess.'' 

•  Infra,  ^  50/.  t  De  Witt's  JeOerson  aud  Democracy  (London,  1882),  49. 
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Hence  it  was  tliat,  because  France  was  then  unprepared  for  war,  bo- 
cause  the  revolt  in  the  Colonies  hail  not  yet  talteu  final  shape,  and 
because  the  first  instincts  of  Louis  XYI  wei*e  against  interposition, 
the  advent  of  the  young  king  contributed  to  continue  the  suspension  of 
French  interference  in  American  affairs  which  had  marked  OhoiseuPs 
withdrawal  in  1770.  Yet  this  suspension  of  French  activity  in  America 
was  not  necessarily  disadvantageous  to  the  cause  of  American  inde- 
l>endence,  and  there  is  strong  ground  to  accept  the  opinion  of  De  Witt 
that  it  was,  on  the  whole — 

"Inoky  for  America;  pnblio  opiuiou  had  advanood  loss  quickly  liore  than  in  France, 
aud  several  years  had  yet  to  pass  over  before  it  could  reach  the  same  point.  The 
correspondence  of  Franklin,  thou  agent  for  Pennsylvania,  Georgia,  and  New  Jersey 
in  London,  furnishes  the  proof  of  it.  He  was  extremely  flattered  by  the  marked  atten- 
tion which  he  received  from  the  French  diplomatists.  In  all  probability  he  discerned 
in  his  relations  with  them  a  resource  for  the  future,  and  donbtless  took  care  not  to  for- 
feit it  by  any  excessive  reserve  that  wonld  disconmgo  their  curious  inquiries  into 
American  affairs;  but  their  zeal  for  the  cause  of  which  ho  was  the  representative 
nevertheless  excited  in  him  a  secret  distrust,  and  he  made  it  a  capital  poiut  not,  save 
in  the  last  extremity,  to  engage  in  any  serious  negotiations  with  the  enemies  of  his  ^ 
race."  * 

Seeret^yMtigaimist  Bon.  §  33.  Iq  ]774,  howcvcr,  Vcrgenncs  became  con- 
vinced that  a  final  rupture  between  England  and 
her  Colonies  was  at  hand.  Enghvnd  had  not  long  before  connived  at,  if 
not  sustained,  the  support  given  by  Britisli  subjects  (Boswell  among 
others)  to  Oorsican  insurgents,  and  Yergeiinos  availed  himself  of  this 
interference  to  familiarize  Louis  XVI  with  the  idea  of  French  interven- 
tion in  America.  A  new  secret  agent  was  sent,  with  the  king's  assent, 
to  America,  and  the  person  selected  for  this  purpose  was  Bonvouloir,  a 
soldier  of  distinction,  who  had  previously  visited  the  principal  Ameri- 
can cities,  and  claimed  to  have  become  there  acquainted  with  leading 
local  politicians.  Bonvouloir's  instructions  wore  to  visit  the  chief  insur- 
gents, to  ivcquire  from  them  all  the  information  lie  could,  and,  without 
in  anj^  way  committing  his  principals,  to  let  them  feel  they  might,  if 
war  ensued,  have  succor  from  France.  To  avert  au«i)icion,  Bonvouloir 
was  to  sail  from  England  under  the  ausi>ices  of  Count  de  Guincs, 
French  minister  at  London,  and  on  the  7th  of  August,  1775,  Guines  was 
instructed  by  Vergonncs  as  follows : 

"One  of  the  most  essential  objects  is  to  ro  oHHuro  tbo  Americans  on  the  Hcore  of  the  I 
dread  which  tlioy  are  no  doubt  taught  to  fool  of  uh.     Canada  H  tbo  point  of  joalousy  r 
for  them;  they  must  bo  made  to  uudorstaud  tbat  we  liavo  no  thought  at  nil  about  it, ' 
aud  that,  so  far  from  grudging  them  iho  liberty  and  iudopoudonco  tlioy  are  laboring 
to  secure,  we  admire,  oil  the  contrary,  tbo  grandeur  and  nobleness  of  thoir  efforts ;  and 
that,  having  no  interest  in  injuring  tbeai,  wo  slioutd  sco  with  pleasure  such  a  happy 

•  Do  "Witt's  Jefferson  and  Democracy,  57,  ui  siqtra. 

The  relations  of  France  to  tbo  United  States  prior  to  and  at  tbo  time  of  the  recog- 
nition of  American  indo])endonce  by  Franco  are  diHCUssod  by  a  paniplilet  on  ''The    . 
Reyolntion  of  America,"  by  the  Abb6  Uaynal,  published,  as  transhited,  in  Philadel- 
phia in  1782. 
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codJ unction  of  oircuuistancos  as  would  set  them  at  liberty  to  frequent  our  ports.  The 
facilities  thoy  would  flud  for  their  oommorce  would  soon  prove  to  them  all  the  esteem 
wo  feel  for  thorn."  (5  Guizot's  History  of  France,  371 ;  Frout  de  Fontpertuis,  Les 
fitatsUnis,  207.) 

Bouvouloir  arrived  iu  Philadelphia  on  December  28,  1775,  and  at 
once  reported  himself  to  a  former  acquaintance — Francis  Daynion,  libra- 
rian of  the  Philadelphia  library,  not  long  before  instituted  by  Frank- 
lin. By  Daymen  Bonvouloir  was  at  once  introtlnced  as  a  Frenchman 
of  distinction  to  Franklin,  Harrison,  Johnson,  Dickinson,  and  Jay, 
meuibers  of  the  secret  committee,  which  had  been  not  long  before  insti- 
tuted by  Congress.*  According  to  Bonvouloir^s  report,  which  was  not 
received  byGuincs  until  February  26, 1776 — 

'^llo  made  thorn  uo  offer  whatever,  promising  thorn  only  to  render  them  every  cervice 
which  could  tlepend  on  him,  without  making  himself  in  any  way  rtapontible  for  evenio, 
aud  all  by  means  of  his  acquaintafwoo,  and  without  putting  himself  at  all  in  their 
power.  Doing  nskod  on  what  terms  France  would  aid  them,  he  replied  that,  in  his 
idea.  Franco  wished  ihem  woU.  But  would  she  aid  themf  PoaHbly  ohe  might.  On 
what  footing  f  Jle  could  not  at  all  toll;  but,  if  it  should  happen,  it  would  alwsys  be 
upon  Just  and  oquitablo  conditions;  Ihat  moreover,  9^oii/<i  they  think  Jttiing  to  do  $0, 
thoy  had  ouly  to  inako  their  proposals;  that  ho  had  valuable  acquaintances,  and 
would  undertake  to  havo  thoir  demands  |n*o«0n<e<i,  and  nothing  further.  Discouraging 
the  idea  of  their  sending  one  of  their  delegates  as  their  representative  to  France,  he 
informed  them  ho  thought  it  might  be  attended  with  some  risk ;  but  that  if  they  would 
intrust  him,  with  anything,  possibly  ho  might  get  replies  which  would  decide  them 
ns  to  tho  course  tlioy  should  pursue ;  but  that  in  fact  he  could  not  nndertake  to 
advise  thoni  in  any  way;  ho  was  merely  a  private  individual  traveling  for  curiosity ; 
that  he  should  bo  really  glad  if,  by  means  of  his  acquaintances,  he  could  be  in  any  way 
useful  to  thoui ;  that  ho  would  not  expose  them,  himself,  or  any  one  to  any  risk;  that 
affairs  of  this  importance  are  too  delicate  to  bo  lightly  treated,  ospeciaMy  as  he  had 
no  right,  no  power;  and  that  ho  could  only  guaranty  one  thing,  aud  that  was,  he 
would  never  betray  their  confidenoe.  Ilosaysthe  nicmbersof  tho  committee  wereonly 
five  iu  number;  that  thoy  met  at  an  appointed  spot  (place)  after  dark,  each  of  them 
going  to  it  by  a  dilloreut  road ;  that  they  had  given  him  their  confidence  after  his  first 
telling  them  that  ho  tould promise,  offer,  and  answa'for  nothing,  after  having  warned 
them  several  times  that  he  could  merely  autas  a  well-disposed  individual.  lie  incloses  a 
letter  from  the  secret  coiniiiittoo,  requcstkig  to  know  from  him,  as  a  private  individual, 
first,  whether  he  could  give  them  any  information  of  tho  feeling  of  the  French  court 
towards  tho  Colonics,  and,  if  favorable,  how  thoy  could  receive  a  positive  assurance  of 
it;  secondly,  whether  it  would  be  possible  to  got  from  Frauce  two  skillful  ongineer 
ofliccrs  who  were  to  be  depended  ou,  and  what  steps  should  be  taken  to  procure  them, 
thirdly,  would  it  bo  possible  to  obtain  directly  from  France  arms  and  other  warlike 
stores  in  exchange  for  tho  products  of  the  country  f  To  those  three  questions  M.  de 
Uonvoitloir  replied.  First,  that  he  thought  ho  might  venture  to  say  that  Franoo  was 
well-disposed  towards  them,  and,  as  far  ashe  knew,  had  no  other  than  good  feelings 
towards  them ;  but  ns  to  obtaining  positive  assurance  of  it,  there  was  ouly  one  way, 
that  of  iwsking  directly  for  ib— a  ticklish  step,  requiring  careful  management;  he 
would  neither  advise  for  or  against  il,  nor  take  it  upon  himself;  it  was  mueh  too  deli- 
cate a  matter.  Secondly,  two  ongineer  officers  or  more  could  bo  obtained;  the  only 
thing  required  would  be  to  ask  for  them ;  that  he  had  already  done  so  on  their  behalf, 
without  being  positively  sure  of  success,  though  expecting  it,  as  he  had  serviceable 
correspondents.  Thirdly,  as  to  procuring  arms  and  military  stores  in  exchange  for 
produce,  that  was  a  mere  mercantile   operation,  and  he  saw  no  great  objeotioii 

•  See  not«s  to  A.  Lee's  letter  of  Feb.  13,  1776. 
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to  it  on  tho  part  of  Franco ;  ho  would  even  refer  them  to  good  correspondents,  with- 
out himself  becoming  responsible  for  anything;  of  course  they  must  undertake  it  at 
thoir  own  risk  and  peril ;  at  all  events,  they  would  do  well  not  to  make  too  much  use 
of  the  same  port,  which  might  attract  attention ;  he  did  not  know  whether  they 
would  have  free  entrance  and  exit  from  the  French  ports ;  this  wonldbean  open  dec- 
laration in  their  favor  and  possibly  involve  war ;  perhaps  France  would  shut  her  eyes, 
and  that  was  all  they  wanted ;  still  he  could  not  answer  for  anything ;  he  was  nobody ; 
he  had  serviceable  acquaintances;  that  was  all."  * 

vergeoDo.'  "RAfloxions."        §  39.  Xho  Wstory  and  character  of  Vergouues,  as 

beariug  on  the  participation  of  France  in  the 
American  Kevolution  are  hereafter  distinctively  considered.!  The 
question  how  far  that  participation  should  extend  became  the  subject 
of  his  anxious  consideration  from  the  time  he  took  tbe  seals  of  the 
foreign  unice)  and  tho  views  he  entortained  in  1775  are  expressed  in  a 
paper  entitled  ^'  K^flexions,"  in  which  he  called  the  attention  of  the 
king  to  the  various  conditions  bearing  on  this  momentous  issue. 

BaynevU's  report  §  40.  Early  in  March,  1776,  the  results  of  Bonvou- 

loir's  mission  being  before  the  department  of  state, 
Jftayneval,  chief  clerk  in  that  department,  drew  up  a  report  on  the 
subject  for  the  information  of  Vergcnncs.l  In  this  paper  liayneval, 
after  describing  England  as  the  natural  enemy  of  Franco,  and  as  a 
greedy,  ambitious,  unjust,  and  faithless  enemy,  the  invariable  and  cher- 
ished object  of  whose  policy  was,  if  not  the  destruction,  at  all  events 
tbe  impoverishment,  humiliatioi),  and  ruin  of  France,  urged,  as  a 
natural  consequence,  that  it  was  the  business  of  Franco  to  take  every 
possible  opportunity  of  weakening  the  strength  and  power  of  England. 
Taking  these  two  truths  as  his  point  of  departure,  ho  proceeded  to  say 
that  the  question  was,  how  the  troubles  in  America  could  be  made  con- 
ducive to  this  desirable  end.  lie  was  of  opinion,  ho  said,  that  to 
favor  the  Colonies  would  bo,  first,  to  diiuinish  the  j)Owcr  of  Eng- 
land and  to  raise  that  of  Franco;  in  the  second  place,  to  cause  a  great 
diminution  in  Eu^lish  commerce  and  a  great  increase  in  French 
commerce;  thirdly,  to  bring  about  eventually  tho  recovery  of  the 
possessions  which  England  had  wrested  from  France,  such  as  the 
coast  fishery,  that  of  the  Gulf  of  St.  Lawrence,  not  to  speak  of  Can- 
ada. To  the  objection  that,  once  a  free  and  independent  state,  the 
Americans  would  become  dangerous  to  tho  French  colonies  and  to 
the  rich  possessions  of  Spain  in  South  Aniericn,  he  answered  that  in 
the  first  place  they  would  be  too  much  exhausted  for  a  considerable 

*  De  Witt,  ut  Bupra,  1775;  Front  de  Foutpertuis,  ut  supra,  301. 

Italics  are  given  as  in  Do  Witt.    Tho  letter  is  also  given  by  Doniol  (i,  268),  who 
describes  in  detail  the  artifices  by  which  this  missiou  was  covered  up. 

t  As  to  Yergeunes  personally,  see  infra,  $(  41,  50 ;  infraj  ^  bOff.]  ns  to  his  position 
in  1776,  see  infra,  $  41* 

1 1  have  here  followed  in  the  main  the  translation  of  De  Witt,  ut  Btipra,  389. 

RaynevaFs  full  name  was  Conrad  Alexandre  Qerard  de  Raynoval.    Ue  came  aClAt- 
wards  as  minister  to  America,  and  appears  in  our  correspondonco  vluCl^x  \j\i^  w^s^NXk^  q^ 
Gerard.    See  infra,  $  83.  ZZ^ 
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• 

time  to  think  of  attacking  their  neighbors ;  and  that  in  the  next  place 
they  wonld  be  most  likely  to  form  themselves  into  a  republic,  whichi  as  is 
well  known,  is  not  given  to  conquest,  and  that  they  would  be  too  busily 
engaged  in  reaping  the  fruits  of  peace  to  be  troublesome  to  their 
neighbors.  He  then  said  that,  supposing  the  Colonies  did  encroaok  on 
the  possessions  of  Spain,  it  did  not  necessarily  follow  that  this  must 
be  injurious  to  France;  the  obligations  imposed  by  the  family  compact 
not  to  be  infringed,  of  course.  As  to  the  question  how  France  could 
assist  them ;  at  what  epoch  she  ought  to  assist  them,  and  what  would 
be  the  consequences  of  her  assisting  them,  he  answered  that  the  proper 
way  was  the  exchange  of  arms  and  stores  against  their  produce,  which, 
by  means  of  confidential  agents,  could  be  conducted  without  the  govern- 
ment appearing  in  it  or  attracting  the  displeasure  of  the  court  of  St 
James,  and  exclusively  at  the  risk  and  cost  of  the  Americans  them- 
selves. Assistance  in  money,  he  thought,  could  be  given  indirectly,  or 
directly  if  necessary.  As  respected  naval  assistance,  this  would  be  a 
matter  of  more  diflioulty.  It  could  not  be  done  openly  without  danger 
of  a  war  with  Great  Britain ;  and  not  clandestinely,  as  that,  if  found 
out,  would  justly  expose  the  French  to  the  charge  by  England  of 
secretly  fomenting  the  rebellion  in  her  Colonies.  But,  he  insisted,  there 
would  be  a  way  of  getting  rid  of  the  difficulty,  and  that  was  by  sending 
ships  of  war  disguised  as  merchant  vessels  to  St.  Domingo  or  some 
other  convenient  place,  where  the  Americans  could  go  and  get  them  at 
their  own  risk,  after  exchanging  papers  with  the  French  officer  in  com- 
mand, to  give  the  affair  the  character  of  a  purchase.  In  this  manner, 
ho  maintained,  the  insurgents  might  strengthen  their  navy  by  the  aid 
of  France  witliout  herself  appearing  in  it  at  all.  As  to  the  time  at 
which  the  assistance  should  be  given,  ho  said  that  at  the  present  mo- 
ment they  had  all  they  wanted,  but  this  might  not,  it  was  to  be  feared, 
continue  long,  and  France  should  therefore  at  once  attend  to  this 
point;  she  should  inspire  them  with  courage  and  perseverance  by 
promising  to  aid  them  as  soon  as  circumstances  would  allow,  and  should 
give  them  to  understand  that  the  precise  time  would  dei>end  upon  their 
successes,  but  that  they  might  expect  that  at  the  end  of  the  next  cam- 
paign such  an  opportunity  would  occur,  France  in  this  way  would 
avoid  committing  herself,  whether  in  respect  to  the  insurgents  or  to  the 
court  of  St.  James,  and  would  be  in  a  position  to  strike  a  decisive 
blow  whenever  she  thought  circumstances  ripe  for  it.  As  to  the  con- 
sequences of  assisting  the  Colonies,  he  thought  the  results  in  any  case 
would  be  the  same.  If  England  were  not  successful  at  the  outset,  this 
would  be  a  proof  of  weakness ;  France  might  therefore,  without  risk, 
assist  the  Colonies.  Should  England  be  successful  in  her  attempt  to 
keep  the  provinces  in  subjection,  she  would  probably  attack  our  colo- 
nies out  of  revenge  for  the  secret  aid  to  the  Americans,  which  she  would 
certainly  give  France  credit  for.  In  the  event  of  her  being  defeated, 
she  would  endeavor  to  seize  upon  the  French  West  India  islands  by 
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way  of  iudemnity  for  her  losses.  Oousequentlj,  war  under  any  con- 
tingency would  bo  inevitable;  therefore  it  was  the  interest  of  France  to 
prepare  immediately  for  war,  and  the  best  way  of  doing  that  would  be 
to  obtain  the  sympathy  of  the  Colonies,  and,  if  necessary,  to  make  com- 
mon cause  with  them. 

vergewies 'Considerauoii.."        5  41.  Qn  March  17, 1776,  Vergeuncs*  presented 

to  his  associates  in  the  cabinet— ^laurepas,  Tur- 
got  (controller-general),  Sartine  (secretary  of  the  nav; ),  and  St.  Ger- 
main (secretary  of  war)— a  paper  entitled  "Considerations,*'  which, 
after  for  many  years  evading  the  search  of  historians,  and  which  Sparks 
and  Circourt  supposed  to  be  unobtainable,  was  brought  to  light  by  Do 
Witt  and  republished  by  Doniol.  In  this  important  paper  Vergennes,t 
afterjome  general  reflscti((^8  onjjie  advantages  which  the  two  crowns 
of  France  and  Spain  deri veil  from  the  continuance  of  the  civil  war  in 
America,  and,  on  the  other  Hand,  on  the  inconveniences  which  might 
arise  from  the  independence  of  the  Colonies,  and  the  probability  that, 
in  case  of  failure  in  !North  America,  England  would,  to  recover  its 
credit,  turn  its  arms  against  the  French  and  Spanish  possessions  in 
America,  proceeds  to  consider  the  course  at  once  to  be  pursued.  V 
Ho  bitterly  attacks  the  English  for  their  habitual  breach  of  goodr  \ 
faith,  violation  of  treaties,  and  disregard  of  that  observance  of  tliA  ^ 
sacred  laws  of  morality  which  distinguish  the  French,  and  infers  that 
they  will  take  the  first  opportunity  to  declare  war  against  Frailce  or 
invade  Mexico.l  No  doubt,  if  the  kings  of  Franco  and  Spain  had  mar- 
tial tendencies;  if  they  obeyed  the  dictates  of  their  own  interests,  and 
perhaps  the  justice  of  their  cause,  which  was  that  of  humanity,  so  often 
outraged  by  England  ;  if  their  military  resources  were  in  a  sufficiently 
good  condition,  they  would  feel  that  rrovidence  had  evidently  chosen 
that  very  hour  for  humiliating  England  and  revenging  on  her  the  wrongs 
she  had  inflicted  on  those  who  had  the  misfortune  to  be  her  neighbors 
and  rivals,  by  rendering  the  resistance  of  the  Americans  as  desperate  as 
possible.  The  exhaustion  produced  by  this  internecine  war  would  pros- 
trate both  England  and  her  Colonies,  and  would  afford  an  opportunity 
to  reduce  England  to  the  condition  of  a  second-rate  power;  to  tear 
from  her  the  empire  she  aimed  at  establishing  in  the  four  quarters  of 
the  world  with  so  much  pride  and  injustice,  and  relieve  the  universe  of 
^  tyranny  which  desires  to  swallow  up  both  all  the  power  and  all  the 
wealth  of  the  world.  But  the  two  crowns  not  being  able  to  act  in  this 
way,  they  must  have  recourse  to  a  circumspect  policy.  This  granted, 
Yergennes  lays  down  four  propositions:   First,  care  must  be  taken 

•  See  as  to  Vergenuos  further,  tn/ra,  $  '>Off. 
1 1  adopt  here  in  the  main  Do  Witt's  rendering,  ut  supra,  '.\di. 

t  As  to  the  whigoppositioD,  Chatham  at  their  head,  he  thinks  that  their  policy  iras 
fij  making  peace  with  Amerioai  to  tarn  the  full  powor  of  Britain  against  France. 
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uot  to  commit  tbemselvoSi  aud  so  bring  ou  tbq  ovils  tbey  desire  to  pre- 
vent. Secondly,  it  must  not  be  supposed  tbat  inaction,  bowever  oom- 
plote,  could  save  France  from  being  an  object  of  suspicion ;  that  tlie 
actual  policy  of  France  did  not  escai>e  suspicion  even  then ;  that  the 
English,  accustomc<1  to  think  of  their  own  interests  and  to  judge  others 
by  themselves,  would  necessarily  think  it  unlikely  tbat  the  French  Gov- 
ernment would  let  slip  so  good  an  opportunity  of  injuring  them;  and 
even  if  tbey  did  not  tbiuk  so,  tbey  would  feign  it  i f  tbey  wanted  to  attack 
France,  and  Europe  would  believe  it  in  spite  of  her  denial.  Thirdly, 
that  tbo  contiiiuation  of  the  war  would,  for  obvious  reasons,  be  advanta-  ' 
gcous  to  the  two  crowns.  Fourthly,  tbat  the  best  mode  of  securing  this 
result  would  boon  the  one  hand  to  keep  up  the  persuasion  in  the  minds 
of  the  English  ministry  that  the  intentions  of  France  and  Spain  were 
pacific,  so  that  tbey  might  uot  hesitate  undertaking  an  active  and  costly 
campaign ;  and  ou  the  other  band  to  sustain  tbe  courage  of  the  Amer- 
icans, by  couutenanciiig  tbem  secretly,  and  by  giving  them  vagno  holies 
wliicb  would  obstruct  any  attempts  England  might  make  to  bring  about 
an  amicable  accommodation,  and  would  contribute  fully  to  develop  that 
desire  for  independence  wbicli  was  now  beginning  to  be  observed  among 
them.  Tbe  colonists  would  be  rendered  furious  by  tbe  injuries  inflicted 
upon  them,  tbe  contest  would  grow  fiercer,  and  even  should  the  mother 
country  prove  successful,  she  would  for  a  long  while  have  need  of  all 
her  disposable  force  to  keep  down  the  spirit  of  independence,  and  would 
not  dare  to  risk  the  attempts  of  bcr  colonies  to  combine  with  a  foreign 
enemy  for  tbo  recovery  of  their  liberty.  Thence  be  draws  the  following 
inferences: 

(1)  Tbat  tbey  should  continue  dexterously  to  keep  the  English  min- 
istry in  a  state  of  false  security  with  respect  to  the  intentions  of  France 
and  Spain. 

(2)  That  it  would  be  politic  to  give  the  insurgents  secret  assistance 
in  military  stores  and  money ;  tbat  the  admitted  utility  would  justify  this 
little  sacrifice,  and  no  loss  of  dignity  or  breach  of  equity  would  be  in- 
volved in  it. 

(3)  Tbat  it  would  not  be  consistent  with  tbe  king's  dignity  or  interest 
to  make  an  open  contract  witb  the  insurgents  until  their  independence 
was  achieved. 

(4)  Tbat  in  case  France  and  Spain  should  furnish  assistance,  they 
should  look  for  no  other  return  than  the  success  of  the  political  object 
they  had  at  that  moment  in  view,  leaving  themselves  at  liberty  to  be 
guided  by  circumstances  as  to  any  future  arrangements. 

(5)  That  perhaps  a  too-marked  inactivity  at  the  present  crisis  might 
bo  attributed  by  the  English  to  fear,  and  might  expose  France  to  insults 
to  which  it  might  not  bo  disposed  to  submit.  The  English,  he  adds, 
respect  only  those  who  can  make  themselves  feared. 

(6)  That  tbe  result  to  which  all  these  considerations  led  was  that  the 
two  crowns  should  actively  jirepare means  to  resistor  punish  England, 
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more  especially  as,  of  all  possible  issues,  the  uiaiutenaiice  of  peaee  with 
tliat  power  was  the  least  probable.* 

St  OoraAin.  Targot.  |  42.  The  members  of  the  cabinet  addressed 

answered  as  follows : 

St.  Germain,  on  March  15,  replied  with  the  maxim,  <^  Si  vis  pacera,  para 
bellam,''  sustaining  in  the  main  the  conclusions  of  Yergennes. 

Turgot  waited  until  April  G,  when,  after  some  general  doubts  as  to 
whether  the  independence  of  the  Colonies  would  benefit  France,  he 
proceeded  to  say : 

"Since  tho  ooiunioiicomcDt  of  tho  roign  of  Louis  XVI  the  payments  of  the  goTorn. 
meut  anunally  exceed  its  receipts  by  twenty  millions.  Tliero  are  bnt  three  ways  of 
meeting  tho  cleficit:  By  augmentation  of  tuxes,  by  bnnliiiiptcy  more  or  less  disguised, 
or  by  marked  economy.  Neither  of  the  first  two  of  these  alternatives  can  be  Justly 
adopted.  The  third  remains,  bnt  it  reqniros  time.  Thin  does  not  compel  ns,  he 
argoedy  absolutely  to  refuse  war,  but  we  shonUl  not  enter  into  it  prematurely.  And 
to  attack  England  would  probably  be  the  signal  of  a  reconciliation  between  her  and 
her  Colonies,  precipitating  the  danger  we  wish  to  avoid.''    (See  1  Doniol,  S^l,  282.) 

Tnrgot's  |)08ition  is  thus  summarized  by  Henri  Martin,  in  his  History 
of  the  Decline  of  the  French  Monarchy  :t 

"  Potting  aside  his  sympathies  and  reasoning  on  the  basis  of  pure  interest,  he  said 
that  it  was  to  the  interest  of  France  for  England  to  sncceed  in  subjugating  her 
Colonies,  because  if  ihey  were  ruined  England  would  be  weakened  thereby ;  and  if 
they  remained  strong  they  would  always  preserve  the  desire  of  independence,  and 
woold  continue  to  be  an  embarrassment  to  the  mother  country.  The  eagle  glance 
of  Target  speedily  re-appearcd  in  the  sequel  of  the  memorial.  Whatever  might  be 
the  immediate  issue  of  the  insurrection,  he  predicted  tho  definitive  issue  would  be 
the  recognition  of  tho  independence  of  the  Colonies  by  England  herself,  a  complete 
revolntion  in  the  political  and  commercial  relations  between  Europe  and  America, 
and  the  final  emancipation  of  all  tho  European  colonies.  '  I  firmly  believe  that  every 
other  mother  country  will  be  forced  to  abandon  all  empire  over  hor  colonics,  xiermit  an 
entire  freedom  of  commerce  with  all  nations,  and  content  herself  with  sharing  this 
freedom  with  others,  and  with  preserving  the  ties  of  friendship  and  fraternity  with 
her  colonies.  It  is  important  that  Spain  shonld  familiarize  herself  with  this  idea.' 
Torgot  thought,  with  Vorgonues,  that  oflfonsive  warfare  should  be  avoided.  In  this 
respect  he  invoked  moral  reasons  as  well  as  the  state  of  the  finances  and  that 
of  the  army  and  navy.  Time  was  needed  to  regenerate  those  branches  of  the  king's 
power,  and  there  was  danger  of  rendering  our  weakness  eternal  by  making  a  prema- 
ture nso  of  onr  reviving  strength.  Lastly,  the  decisive  reason  was  that  an  ofiensive 
warfare  would  reconcile  the  mother  country  and  the  Colonies,  by  indncing  the  first 
to  yield.  Turgot,  in  his  conclusions,  did  not,  however,  oppose  the  proposals  of  Beau* 
marohais,  for  he  advised  the  government  to  facilitate  measures  whereby  the  colonists 
could  procnre  the  munitions,  and  even  the  money,  which  thoy  needed,  by  means  of 
commerce,  without  departing  from  ofiicial  neutrality  and  without  direct  aid. 

"To  re-establish  our  maritime  forces  quietly ;  to  put  ourselves  in  a  condition  to  fit 
out  two  squadrons  at  Toulon  and  Brest;  to  arrange  everything  for  a  descent  upon 
England  should  war  become  imminent,  in  order  to  oblige  tho  enemy  to  concentrate 
his  forces,  and  to  take  advantage  of  this  concentration  to  send  expeditions  both  to 
the  West  Indies  'and  to  India,  whore  wo  should  have  the  means  of  action  prepared ;' 

*  See  as  to  positiou  of  France  at  this  period  Trescot's  Diplomacy  of  the  Revolution,     '  / 
19/. 
1 3  Booth's  Translation,  374. 


§  43.]  INTBODUCTION.  [CHAP.  IV. 

Dovertheleas,  to  nvoid  war  uutil  it  should  become  absolutely  iuevitable,  because  it 
would  prevent  for  a  long  time,  and  perhaps  forever,  an  internal  reform,  which  was 
positively  necessary.  Such  wore  the  last  counsels  of  the  reformatory  minister  on  the 
eve  of  his  fall."    (Martin,  ui  supra;  see  1  Doniol,  283.)  ^ 

French  motivo  not  ©xoiu-       §43,  It  would  bo  a  mistake,  liowovoT,  to  attrib- 

uto  tko  Freuch  support  of  America  exclusively 
to  a  feeling  of  revenge  for  the  hamiliations  of  the  prior  war.    Other 

motives  came  in  and  exercised  a  decisive  influence.  There  was  a 
conviction,  and  a  right  one,  in  Franc«)  that  for  Britain  to  hold  under 
control  the  whole  of  North  America  as  well  as  of  India  would  give 
her  a  maritime  supremacy,  as  well  as  a  superiority  in  wealth,  which 
would  constitute  a  standing  menace  to  the  rest  of  the  civilized  world. 
There  was,  again,  an  enthusiasm  among  the  young  nobility*  and 
among  ofliccrs  in  the  army  for  America,  which,  even  aside  from  the 
bitterness  towards  Britain  with  which  it  was  mingled,  had  great  effect 
on  people  as  well  as  on  court;  and  to  this  was  added  the  sympathy  of 
doctrinaire  political  philosophers  who  then  and  for  some  time  afterwards 
had  great  power  in  forming  French  public  opinion.  By  the  enthusiasm 
of  the  young  nobility  the  queen — brilliant,  bold,  weary  of  the  traditions 
of  the  old  court,  inconsiderate  as  to  ultimate  political  results — was  af- 
fected, and  through  her  her  husband  was  reached.  But  above  this,  was 
the  sense  of  right  which  was  uppermost  in  the  breast  of  the  unfortunate 
sovereign  who  then,  with  little  political  experience  but  high  notions  of 
duty  as  well  as  of  i)rorogativo,  occupied  the  throne.  "  The  kiug,^  said 
Franklin,  when  writing  to  Congress  on  August  9,  1780,  **  a  young  and 
virtuous  prince,  has,  I  am  persuaded,  a  pleasure  in  reflecting  on  the  gen- 
erous benevolence  of  the  aetion  in  assisting  an  oppressed  people,  and  pro- 
poses it  as  a  part  of  the  glory  of  his  reign."  "You  will  not  wonder,''  he 
said  on  October  2  in  the  same  year,  in  an  informal  letter  to  Jay,  "at  my 
loving  this  young  prince.  He  will  win  the  hearts  of  all  in  America." 
Friinklin  was  himself  not  inclined  to  enthusiasm.    If  he  erred  in  his 

*  In  Dooombcr,  1782,  a  niimbur  of  French  ofilcors  being  in  Boston,  Qoneral  Viorad- 
nil  being  at  thoir  hoad,  thoy  wore  waitoil  on  by  tbu  general  court,  and  addressed,  in 
its  behalf,  by  Samuel  Adams.  Among  the  distinguished  men  whom  tho  yisitors  met 
was  Dr.  Cooper,  whose  name  appears  as  the  correspondent  of  Franklin  in  tho  foUow- 
ing  pages.    (See  index,  title  Cooper.) 

"  Dr.  Cooper,"  aooording  to  Dumas,  **  one  day  spoke  to  us  of  tho  first  Declaration  of 
Independence.  We  listened  to  him  with  the  most  eager  attention.  When  praising 
our  enthusiasm  in  the  cause  of  liberty,  he  said  to  us:  'Take  care;  take  caro,  young 
men,  lest  the  triumph  of  the  cause  on  this  virgin  soil  should  too  much  inflnenoe  yonr 
holies.  You  will  carry  away  with  you  the  germs  of  these  generous  sentiments;  hut 
if  yon  over  attempt  to  propagate  them  on  your  native  soil,  after  so  many  ages  of  cor- 
ruption, you  will  have  to  surmount  far  different  obstacles.  It  has  cost  us  ranch  blood 
to  conquer  liberty,  but  you  will  have  to  shed  it  in  torrents  before  you  can  establish 
it  in  Europe/  How  mauy  times  siuce  then,  during  our  political  storm,  during  oar 
fatal  days,  have  I  called  to  mind  the  prophetic  warniugs  of  Dr.  Cooper;  but  the  ines- 
timable prize  which  the  Americans  obtained  by  their  sacrifice  was  always  present  to 
my  mhid.''    (Stone's  Onr  French  Allies,  528.) 
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appeals  to  othors  to  do  wbat  is  right,  it  was  in  laying  too  luucb  stress  on 
motives  of  interest  He  had  too  much  taet  and  self-respect  to  indulge 
in  flattery.  Language  such  as  that  just  quoted  be  never  would  have 
addressed  either  to  the  king  or  to  one  of  bis  ministers.  The  encomium, 
about  as  high  as  could  have  been  given,  was  given  argumentatively 
to  explain  why,  in  dealing  with  this  '<  young  prince,"  there  should  be 
kindliness  and  consideration ;  and  why  language  such  as  a  haughty 
superior  might  use  to  a  subordinate,  or  such  even  as  an  incensed  and 
down-trodden  subordinate  might  use  to  a  superior,  was  not  proper  for 
Americans  to  use  when  addressing  Louis  XVI.  And  Franklin,  in 
speaking  in  the  way  he  did  of  the  king,  did  not  speak  without  knowl- 
edge. Franklin  was  a  sagacious  observer,  and  his  intimacy  with  Yer- 
gennes,  with  La  Fayette,  and  with  the  leading  statesmen  among  whom 
ho  moved,  gave  him  peculiar  opportunities  of  observation.  Hence, 
while  recognizing  in  his  American  correspondence  these  noble  qualities 
in  Louis  XVI,  he  recognized  them  also  in  making  his  appeal  personally 
to  that  ill-fated  prince. 

There  is  in  Franklin's  letters,  which  were  meant  for  the  royal  eye,  a 
paternal  tenderness  which  is  peculiarly  significant,  and  there  is  in 
them  also,  as  a  basis  to  the  whole,  an  appeal  to  those  very  qualities  of 
magnanimity  and  justice  whose  existence  he  had  recognized  in  his  cor- 
respondence with  Congress  and  with  Jay.  It  is  impossible,  when  view- 
ing the  delicacy  and  considerateness  of  these  letters,  taken  in  connec.  ^ 
tion  with  their  wonderful  political  wisdom  and  loyalty  to  country,  and 
when  comparing  these  qualities  with  the  hard  tone  in  which  one,  at  least, 
of  his  colleagues  addressed  the  French  court,  not  to  see  that  during 
his  mission  at  Paris  Franklin  exhibited  not  merely  great  wisdom  in  the 
maintenance  of  his  country's  cause,  but  a  fitting  tenderness  towards 
the  French  crown.  And  it  may  perhaps  be  said  that,  had  he  been  prime 
minister  of  Franco  during  the  ten  years  that  followed  the  close  of  his 
mission,  he  would  have  left  Louis  XVI  on  the  throne  as  the  head  of  a 
constitutional  monarchy  in  which  popular  rights  would  have  been  ade- 
quately secured. 

It  was,  however,  unfortunate  for  both  Franco  and  for  the  United 
States  that,  in  the  period  of  national  development  that  followed  the 
peace,  there  were  conditions  which  did  much  to  bring  out  in  the  minds 
of  French  statesmen  a  feeling  of  dissatisfaction  with  the  United  States, 
which  continued  at  least  through  the  remainder  of  the  reign  of  Louis 
XVI.  Congress  was  for  a  while  slow  in  paying  its  interest.  Spain  was 
becoming  more  and  more  a  dependency  of  France,  and  yet  Sj>ain's  do- 
minions in  America  were  in  constant  peril  from  the  encroachment  of  i 
the  population  of  the  United  States,  and  Congress  refused  to  recede 
from  its  determination  to  insist  on  the  navigation  of  the  Mississippi. 

The  great  body  of  the  population  of*  the  United  States,  it  is  true, 
retained  its  revolutionary  affection  for  France  and  its  revolutionary 
resentment  to  England.     Yet,  while  such  was  the  civs^^  ^\^\\^  ^\\\\j«i^- 
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men  wero  becoming  conscious  that,  paradoxical  as  it  might  seem,  and 
bitter  as  was  their  disappointment,  the  profit  of  the  aggrandizement  of 
the  United  States  was  inuring  to  the  benefit  of  Britain  and  not  of  France. 
Even  as  early  as  178G  the  French  ministry  was  advised  by  its  envoys 
at  Philadelphia  that  the  proportion  of  English  commerce  with  the 
United  States  to  French  was  eight  to  one.  It  was  probable  that  this 
balance  on  Britain^s  side,  so  they  argued,  wonld  be  increased  as  time 
moved  ou,  not  merely  because  the  staples  and  inddstried  of  Britain  and 
the  United  States  supplemented  each  other,  but  because  of  national 
kindred  elements  of  religion,  of  law,  of  language,  of  history,  of  habit^ 
which  made  the  English  Bible  the  standard  of  American  faith,  Boglish 
jurisprudence  authoritative  in  American  courts,  English  literature  the 
solace  of  American  families,  English  past  heroisms  the  pride  of  Amer- 
ican patriots,  English  business  ways  the  ways  of  American  bnsiness 
men.  Hence  the  tone  of  the  instructions  from  the  French  ministry, 
after  penee,  during  the  remainder  of  the  reign  of  Louis  XYI 'became 
more  and  more  averse  to  any  further  aggrandizement  of  the  United 
States.* 

• 

xffeet  of  MUe  of  Saratoga.        1 44.  Thc  Official  ucws  of  the  battle  of  Saratoga, 

one  of  the  '' fifteen  decisive  battles  of  the  world," 
to  which  Sir  E.  S.  Orcnsy  has  devoted  a  treatise,  was  brought  to  France 
by  Jonathan  Loring  Austin,  secretary  to  the  Massachusetts  board  oiT 
war,  he  being  <ippointcd  for  this  purpose  by  the  council  of  Massachu- 
8Ctts.t  He  sailed  ou  October  30,  1777,  and  arrived  at  Nantes  after  a 
voyage  of  thirty-one  days.  He  at  once  proceeded  to  Passy,  where  ho 
was  met  by  Franklin,  Arthur  Lee,  William  Lee,  Izard,  Beaumarchais, 
and  Bancroft.  The  momentous  charsieter  of  the  victory  he  announced 
was  not  made  less  interesting  by  the  elaborateness  of  the  dispatches 
in  which  it  and  the  preceding  events  were  detailed,  and  the  visitors, 
as  well  as  the  envoys,  wero  at  once  set  to  work  to  prepare  for  transmis- 
sion to  the  French  and  other  courts  the  main  papers  received.  Ban- 
croft in  a  short  time  set  out  for  Loudon,]:  to  be  followed  soon  by  Austin, 
and  this  was  used  by  Arthur  Lee  and  Izard  as  a  fact  from  which  specu- 
lation in  the  funds  by  Franklin's  friends,  if  not  by  himself,  could  be 
inferred.  But,  as  will  bo  hereafter  shown,||  there  is  every  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  Burgoyne's  surrender  was  known  in  London  before  it  was 

*  Soo  particularly  a  lottor  from  tho  Froucli  cabioot  to  Otto,  Aug.  30,  1787,  given  in 
2  Bancroft's  Hist,  of  Constitution,  438.  This  "paradox"  of  combination  of  bitter 
political  antagonism  with  closo  commercial  alliance  is  explained  byTaUeyrand,  with 
y  characteristic  sagacity  and  subtlety,  in  a  remarkable  letter  written  by  biro,  at  Phila- 
delphia, on  Feb.  1,  1795,  to  Shelbnrne.  This  letter  appeared  for  the  first  time  in  tho 
Revne  D'llistoirn  Diplomatique  for  1889,  p.  C4. 

t  As  to  tho  military  aspects  of  thid  battle,  see  note  to  letter  of  Harrison  el «(.  to 
Franklin  et  al.j  Oct.  18, 1777,  infra.    As  to  Austin,  see  infra^  (  195. 

I  As  to  Bancroft's  alleged  double-dealing,  see  infraf  (  19G,  where  the  moot  qaestion 
of  the  time  of  the  arrival  of  the  news  is  discussed. 

I  Infra,  i  196. 
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kiiowu  iu  Paris.  And,  in  viow  of  Franklin's  relations  to  tho  English 
opposition,  tbero  is  nothing  strange  in  his  communicating  to  them 
whatever  information  he  had  which  would  strengthen  tbem  in  their 
opposition  to  the  war.* 

^^S?thrun'tod"8tjS^.****       5  ^-  '^^^  treaties  of  alliance  and  commerce 

between  France  and  tbe  United  States,  based  as 
they  were  on  an  acknowledgment  of  tbe  independence  of  tbe  United 
States  by  France,  have  been  elsewhere  discussed  in  their  relations  to 
international  law.f  It  is  sufficient  here  to  observe  that  in  a  general 
sense  the  treaty'  of  commerce  was  absolute  and  immediate  in  its  effects; 
the  treaty  of  alliance  was  eventual,  as  it  was  called,  or  contingent  on 
war  taking  place  between  France  and  Britain.|  Both  bore  the  same 
date,  of  February  6,  1778.§ 

•  After  BurgoyDe'fl  snrronclcr  "it  bocamo  raore  and  more  (lifDcnlt  for  the  French 
Ooyeraoient  to  tnaintaiu  the  equivocal  position  which  it  had  assnmed.  Tho  English 
were  incceBantly  renewing  their  bitter  coniplnints  concerning  the  pressure  of  the 
agents  of  the  reheh  in  Franco,  the  wolcomo  given  to  tlio  American  privateers  iu 
French  ports,  and  the  shipments  and  expeditions  dispatched  from  Franco  in  behalf 
odhereMa,  The  cabinet  of  Versailles  disavowed  the  shipments,  and  caused  them 
sometimes  to  bo  snspende<I ;  expeUcd  the  x)rivateer8,  which,  sent  away  from  one  port, 
entered  another;  declared  that  it  tolerated  the  agents  of  Congress  only  as  simple 
private  individuals;  and  recriminated  against  the  violations  of  tho  flag  and  the  vex- 
ations search  of  French  vessels  which  the  English  ventured  nx)on  on  the  very  coasts 
of  France.  July  4,  1777,  the  minister  of  the  marine  signified  to  the  chambers  of 
commerce  that  he  should  protect  and  reclaim  tho  vessels  seized  b}'  tho  English  on  tho 
pretext  of  commerce  with  America,  and  squadrons  were  fitted  out  at  Toulon  and  Brest. 
The  minister  of  foreign  affairs  meanwhile,  iu  nu  official  reply  to  the  cabinet  of  St. 
James,  July  15,  still  protested  the  fidelity  of  France  to  tho  existing  treaties.  England 
answered  by  proposing  a  treaty  of  mutual  guaranty  for  tho  security  of  tho  possessions 
of  the  two  crowns  in  America.  This  impertinent  proposition  was  received  with  the 
disdain  which  it  deserved."    (2  Martin's  Decline  of  I'>ench  Monarchy,  381.) 

An  animated  account  from  tho  **  lIcHsian  "  stand-point  of  Unrgoy no's  campaign  will 
bo  found  in  Briofe  aus  Nou-England,  Schlozors  Briefwcchsol,  1779,  349  ff.  See  also 
Trescot's  Diplomacy  of  the  Revolution,  39^. 

t  Dig.  Int.  Law,  2d  cd.,  148;  see,  as  to  these  treaties,  Trescot's  Diplomacy  of  the 
Kevolution,  24/.,  42/. 

t  1  Marshall's  Washington,  23G. 

$  Doniol  gives  a  lively  picture  of  the  position  of  tho  French  and  English  courts  when 
tho  question  of  an  alliance  between  Franco  and  tho  United  States  approached 
its  decision.  France,  according  to  Doniol,  was  actuated  by  resentment  at  British 
arrogance,  by  mortification  at  tho  humiliations  to  which  sho  ha<l  boon  subjected  by 
the  prior  war,  and  by  a  belief  that  if  she  did  not  by  a  treaty  insure  the  continued 
efforts  of  tho  Americans  for  independence,  they  would  I'flnct  a  reconciliation  with 
Great  Britain,  leaving  France  to  bear  tho  whole  brunt  of  BritiHh  auimosity.  It  was 
not,  however,  until  Burgoync'8  surrender  that  tho  French  miniHtry  summoned 
resolution  to  tako  the  decided  step.  Doniol  asserts  that  tho  American  envoys 
endeavored  to  precipitate  action  by  exjvggorating  the  probability  of  a  compromiso 
between  Great  Britain  and  tho  Colonies.  There  is  no  doubt  that  Franklin  sought  in 
every  way  to  impress  on  France  tho  view  that  if  adequate  French  aid  were  not  given 
the  Colonies  would  bo  obliged  to  succumb.  Thoro  is  no  doubt  also  that  Lord  Stor- 
mont,  iu  his  communications  with  Vergonnes,  greatly  exaggerated  IVvft  ^^xw\^V\v  ^^ 
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^^'moiawo8"»rtk5i^^^*°*       §  ^^*  ^"  ^^^  Commercial  treaty,  as  originally 

agreed  to,  were  the  folio wlug  articles : 

''Art.  XL  It  is  agreodond  concluded  t-liat  there  shall  never  be  aiiy  doty  imposed 
on  the  oxportatiou  of  the  molasses  that  may  bo  taken  by  the  subjects  of  any  of  the 
United  States  from  the  islands  of  America  which  belong  or  may  hereafter  appertain 
to  his  most  Christian  majesty. 

**  Art.  XII.  In  compensation  of  the  exemption  stipulated  by  the  preceding  article, 
it  is  agreed  and  concluded  that  there  shall  never  be  any  dntios  imposed  on  the  ex- 
portation of  any  kind  of  merchandise  which  the  subjects  of  his  most  Christian  majesty 
may  take  from  the  countries  and  possessions,  present  or  future,  of  any  of  the  thirteen 
United  States  for  the  use  of  the  islands  which  shall  furnish  molasses." 

These  articles  were  resciudcd  as  follows: 

"  The  General  Congress  of  tho  United  States  of  North  America,  having  represented 
to  the  king  that  tho  execution  of  tho  eleventh  article  of  the  treaty  of  amity  and  com- 
merce, signed  the  sixth  of  February  last,  might  bo  productive  of  inconveniences;  and 
having,  therefore,  desired  the  supx)ression  of  this  article,  consenting  in  retnrn  that 
the  twelfth  article  shall  likewise  bo  considered  of  no  effect :  His  majesty,  in  order  to 
give  a  new  proof  of  his  affection,  as  also  of  his  desire  to  consolidate  the  union  and 
good  correspondence  established  between  the  two  States,  has  been  pleased  to  consider 
their  representations :  His  majesty  has  consequently  declared,  and  does  declare  by 
these  presents,  that  he  consents  to  the  suppression  of  the  eleventh  and  twelfth 
articles  aforenieutioued,  and  that  his  intention  is  that  they  be  considered  m  having 
never  been  comprehended  iu  the  treaty  signed  the  sixth  of  February  last. 

*'  Done  at  Versailles  the  first  day  of  the  month  of  September,  one  thousand  seven 
hundred  and  seventy-eight. 

Act  of  the  UDited  States  rescinding  the  foregoing  articles: 

"  Dbclajiation. — The  most  Christian  king  having  been  pleased  to  regard  the  repre- 
sentations made  to  him  by  the  General  Congress  of  North  America  relating  to  the 
eleventh  article  of  tho  treaty  of  commerce,  signed  tho  sixth  of  February,  in  the  pres- 
ent year ;  and  his  uiajcst}'  having  therefore  consented  that  the  said  article  shonid 
be  suppressed,  on  condition  that  tho  twelfth  article  of  the  same  treaty  be  equally  re- 
garded as  of  none  effect ;  the  abovo-said  General  Congress  hath  declared  on  their  part, 
and  do  declare,  that  they  consent  to  the  suppression  of  the  eleventh  and  twelfth 
articles  of  tho  above  mentioned  treaty,  and  that  their  int<ention  is  that  those  articles 
be  regarded  as  having  never  been  comprised  in  the  treaty  signed  the  sixth  of  Feb- 
ruary. 

"In  faith  whereof,  etc. 

"  Molasses  "  was  tlicMi  tlie  chief  article  of  exportation  from  the  French 
West  Indies  to  New  ICiiglandi  where  it  was  turned  into  rum,  and  in 
that  way  became  a  medinm  of  exchange.    Many  New  England  tradi- 

the  loyalist  element  in  the  Colonies  and  the  desire  on  both  sides  for  reconciliation. 
But  there  in  not  a  word  from  Franklin  or  his  associates  which  may  be  construed  as 
indicating  that  tho  revolutionary  leaders  in  America  were  wiUing  to  accept  of  a 
settlement  with  Great  Britain  on  any  terms  short  of  independence. 

The  hesitation  of  tho  French  ministry  in  1777  is  explained  by  Doniol  by  the  fear 
that  Great  Britain  would  suddenly  offer  independence  to  the  Colonies  and  then  turn 
upon  Franco  and  Spain  the  entire  force  which  this  reconciliation  would  liberate, 
while  the  English  Government,  on  tho  other  hand,  was  prompt  to  suggest  to  France 
that  such  a  contingency  was  not  impossihle.     (2  Doniol,  393,  691  jf.) 

Another  and  equally  potent  reason  was  the  desire  of  France  to  get  in  her  fishing 
vessels  with  their  hardy  crews  in  time  to  man  her  cruisers  in  advance  of  hostilities. 
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tions  illustrate  this;  one  of  Timotby  Dexter,  making  a  fortune  by  buy- 
ing up  warming-pans,  then  going  out  of  fasbion,  and  sending  tbem, 
amid  the  jeers  of  bis  neighbors,  to  the  West  Indies,  where  they  were 
Bold  at  a  profit  for  the  ladling  of  molassca;  the  other  of  an  emi- 
nent New  England  college  president,  who  sent  a  hogshead  of  rum  to 
Africa  to  buy  a  cook.  Now,  as  the  receipt  of  molasses  to  New  England 
was  of  such  importance,  it  sccmod  to  Deane,  coming  from  Connecticut, 
that  it  would  be  a  good  thing  to  get  France  to  promise  not  to  lay  any 
impediment  in  the  way  of  its  exportatiou  from  the  West  Indies  to  the 
United  States.  Franklin,  willing  to  oblige  Deane,  though  evidently 
not  BO  enthusiastic  as  to  the  commercial  qualities  of  molasses,  acqui- 
esced. When  the  clause  was  suggested  to  the  French  negotiators  the 
reply  was,  "What  equivalent  do  you  give  usf'  Franklin,  holding, 
as  he  always  did,  that  it  was  a  defiance  of  all  sound  principles  of 
economy  for  a  nation  to  tax  exports  going  from  its  own  shores,  said, 
after  thinking  the  matter  over, ''You  bind  yourselves  not  to  impose  any 
tax  on  molasses  going  from  your  colonics  to  the  United  States ;  the 
United  States  will  agree  not  to  tax  anything  whatever  going  from  the 
United  States  to  your  colonies."  Now,  in  this  France  gave  up  some- 
thing, for  she  still  held  to  the  traditional  policy  of  taxing  exports ;  but 
the  United  States  gave  up  nothing,  for  to  them  the  idea  of  taxing  ex- 
ports was  absurd,  and  therefore  they  got  molasses  free. 

But  so  it  did  not  appear  to  Arthur  Lee,  who  was  in  any  view  not  par- 
ticularly disposed  to  make  a  bargain  which  seemed  to  favor  molasses 
^buyers  at  the  expense  of  all  other  interests,  and  be  communicated  his 
di(;9atisfaction  to  Izard,  who  felt  still  more  outraged  at  such  a  pro- 
cedure. The  consequence  was  that  Leo  bolted,  and  declared  he  would 
not  assent  to  the  articles  in  which  the  obnoxious  provisions  were  con- 
tained. Franklin,  feeling  that  it  was  not  desirable  to  risk  the  treaty 
on  a  matter  so  comparatively  unimportant,  agreed,  with  Deane's  as- 
sent, to  give  up  the  articles,  and  Leo  hastened  to  Versailles  with  a 
note  stating  this  proposed  change.  But  the  treaty  was  engrossed  ;  it 
was  too  late,  without  great  inconvenience  find  some  risk,  to  make  the 
mo<lificAtion,  and  all  that  could  be  done  was  to  induce  Vergennes,  who 
also  held  that  the  matter  was  of  little  importance,  to  agree  that  it 
should  be  left  optional  with  Congress  to  ratify  tlio  treaty  either  with  or 
without  the  disputed  articles.  Ratification  of  tlio  principal  stipulations 
of  the  treaty  wjis  what  France  asked,  and  as  to  which,  strange  to  say, 
Vergennes  felt  some  anxiety,  not  being  aware  how  irrevocably  inde- 
pendence was  resolved  on,  and  with  what  joy  the  treaty  as  a  whole 
would  be  greeted  by  Congress,  by  the  army,  and  by  the  people  of  the 
United  States. 

But  with  the  treaty  came  vehement  letters  from  Arthur  and  William 
Lee  and  from  Izard,  denouncing  the  twelfth  article  as  a  jobbing  trick, 
and  as  unduly  hampering  the  commerce  of  the  United  States  as  a  whole. 
Gonffress,  having  the  matter  left  to  its  option,  and  hearing  uotl\\\\^^tc>v\ 
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Frankliu  in  support  of  tbo  disputed  urticlcs,  but  learuing  tbat  bo  was 
williug  tbat  tbey  sbould  be  d  ropped,  dropped  tbem^  in  wbich  Franoe 
acquiesced.  But  tbo  wound  was  not  closed,  and  for  montbs,  if  not  for 
years,  Franlclin's  course  in  forcing  into  tbe  treaty  a  clause  for  tbo  pro- 
tection of  New  England  rum  was  tbe  subject  of  invective  by  tbose  wbo 
followed  in  tbis  matter  Artbur  Lee.  * 

ADDonnceraent  of  trenties  to  |  47.   TbO  follOWlng  iS  tbO  SUbstaUCC  of  a  UOtO 

of  January  8,  1778,  from  Louis  XVI  to  tbo  king 
of  Spain,  announcing  a  determination  to  treat  witb  tbo  Colonies : 

''My  sincere  desire  to  maintain  tbat  true  barmony  and  system  wbich 
we  (tbo  Bourbon  family)  sbould  always  present  to  our  enemies  induces 
me  to  explain  to  your  majesty  my  views  as  to  present  affairs.  England, 
our  common  and  inveterate  enemy,  bas  been  for  tbrce  years  engaged  in 
a  war  witb  ber  American  Colonies.  In  tbis  contest  we  bave  not  meddled, 
regarding  both  parties  as  Englisb,  maintaining  open  commerce  witb 
eacli.  In  tbis  way  America  bas  been  provided  witb  arms  and  munitions, 
saying  notbiug  of  tbe  supplies  of  money,  wbicb,  as  a  matter  of  com- 
merce, were  also  forwarded.  England  bas  taken  tbese  supplies  in  bad 
part ;  sbe  bas  not  concealed  from  us  tbat  sooner  or  later  sbe  will  avenge  ^ 
berself,  and  sbe  bas  already  seized  many  of  our  merchant  vessels,  of 
wbicb  wo  bave  vainly  sought  tbe  restitution.  On  our  si<le  wo  have  not 
lost  time.  We  have  fortified  our  most  exposed  colonies,  and  bavo  placed 
our  marine  service  on  a  better  basis — action  wbich  has  contributed  to 
increase  the  bad  humor  of  England.  The  recent  destruction  of  Bur- 
goyne's  aviny  and  the  imperiled  state  of  that  of  Howe  have  recently 


*  Ar  to  tlio  discuHaioii  in  respect  to  tliis  treaty,  Rce  index,  title  Treaties ot*  1778;  and 
as  to  the  objoctiou  to  tlio  "molasses''  clause,  see  infraf  Lee  to  Izard,  January  28, 
1778;  Iz^ard  to  Franklin,  January  2rj,  1778;  A.  Loo  to  Franklin  and  DcauO|  January 
30,  1778 ;  Deane  to  Congress,  October  12, 1778. 

.  In  a  letter  of  Artbur  JjOO,  Dooeraber  13, 1778,  to  Tbeodorick  Bland  (1  Bland  Papers, 
111)  it  is  said  : 

''So  far,  tben,  wore  my  colleagues  from  baving  any  peculiar  merit  in  tbo  treaties, 
tbat  it  was  witb  tbe  greatest  difficulty  I  persuaded  tbem  to  insist  ou  tbo  recognition 
of  our  sovereignty  and  tbe  acknowledgment  of  our  independence.  These  were  pro- 
posed by  your  friend  (A.  Lee),  evaded  by  bis  colleagues,  and  only  adraittod  after 
being  tcurgcd  in  a  manner  tbat  made  tbem  apprebend  tbe  consequences  of  an  opposi- 
tion tbey  could  not  justify." 

He  goes  on  to  say  tbat  **  Mr.  D.  (Doano)  is  generally  understood  to  bave  mado 
£00,000  sterling  wbilo  bo  was  commissioner.''  Wbatever  may  bave  been  Doane's 
subsequent  delinquencies,  it  is  now  well  known  tbat  be  came  back  to  tbo  United 
States  penniless.  It  is  wortby  of  notice  tbat  tbis  letter  is  attested  by  **  II.  Ford,RCC- 
ret-ary,"  wbose  treacbory  was  tbe  subject  of  public  action  in  Virginia.  (Infra,  $$ 
160.151.) 

As  to  Artbur  Leo  baving  by  bis  solo  elTorts  obtained  from  France  an  acknowledg- 
ment of  our  independence,  bis  memory  is  at  fault,  since  tbat  acknowledgment  was 
tbe  basis  on  wbicb  tbe  treaty  negotiations  rested,  and  tbat  recognition  was  determined 
by  tbo  king  as  essential  to  bis  own  position  as  early  as  December,  1777.  (8eo  Com- 
missioners to  Committee  of  Congress,  Dec.  18,  1777,  infra,) 
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made  a  total  cliaiigo  iu  tho  relations  of  tbe  parties.  Anierica  is  triamph- 
aot  ami  Englaud  depressed,  though  still  maiiitainiug  stroug  military 
posts  within  the  Colonies,  as  well  as  unbroken  naval  force,  hoping,  if 
sabjagation  be  impossible,  to  establish  an  efllcient  alliance  with  th^ 
Oolonies.  In  case  of  such  a  reunion  the  English  would  not  forget  our 
bad  offices  rendered  to  them.  In  this  view,  as  the  grievances  we  have 
against  England  are  notorious,  I  have  considered,  after  taking  the 
advice  of  my  council,  and  particularly  of  tJje  Marquis  d'Ossuno,  that  it 
is  just  and  necessary  to  the  insurgents,  having  proposed  to  negotiate 
with  them,  to  treat  with  them  to  prevent  their  reunion  with  the  parent 
State.^' 

•  • 

^BriuL""*"*"*  ***  ®"*'        5-  ^^'  ^^  March  13,  1778,  tho  French  ambassa- 

dor  at  London  formally  notified  Lord  liortli  of 
the  treaties  of  amity  and  commerce  with  the  United  States,  who,  it  was 
'alleged,  had  been  in  full  porisession  of  the  independence  proclaimed 
by  their  Declaration  of  July  4, 177G.*  With  this  was  coupled  the  infor- 
mation that  no  special  commercial  advantages  were  given  by  these  trea- 
ties to  France,  and  it  was  further  stated  that  King  Louis  XVI  was  con- 
fident  that  his  Britannic  majesty  would  find  in  this  avowal  fresh  proofs  of 
the  French  desire  for  peace,  and,  animated  by  the  same  feeling,  would 
take  prompt  measures  to  prevent  any  intcriuption  of  French/find  Amer- 
ican c<mimerce.  The  British  ministry  replied  by  immediately  recalling 
from  Paris  their  minister,!  and  embargoes  were  promptly  laid  on  French 
ships  in  British  ports,  which  w<is  retaliated  by  an  embargo  of  British 
ships  in  French  ports.| 

DeoiMaUon  of  wftr.  549^  Tjj^  formal   procecdiiigs  consequent  upon 

this  action  of  France  are  thus  sUited  by  riiillimore: 

"Pending  the  conllict  between  Oroat  Britain  and  licr  North  Anioricau  Colonics 
she  complained  more  than  once  of  tho  nnncntral  bohavior  of  Franco,  and  tho  decla- 
ration of  tho  Marquis  de  Noaillcs  in  1778  to  tho  cabinet  of  8t..  Jamos,  that  France 

•The  fact  of  the  treaty  having  been  niado  was  announced  by  Fox  in  tho  House  of 
Commons  ton  days  after  its  signature.  ( InfrOj  $  liK).)  As  to  alleged  disclosure  of  the 
treaty  by  William  Leo  and  tho  quarral  thereon,  see  itifrOj  $  177;  as  to  Bancroft's 
supposed  agency  in  tho  disclosure,  see  supraf  $  44;  ifi/ra,  i  llMi. 

\7  Fiassans,  1G7. 

t  How  George  III  regarded  tho  French  announcement  is  shown  by  tho  following  to 
Lord  North,  of  March  13,  1778: 

"The  paper  delivered  this  day  by  tho  French  ambassador  is  certainly  equivalent  io 
a  declaration,  and  therefore  most  entirely  overturn  every  jilan  proposed  for  strength- 
ening the  army  tinder  tho  command  of  Lieutenant-General  Clinton  with  an  intent  of 
carryinfc  on  an  active  war  iu  North  America.  What  occurs  now  is  to  fix  what  num- 
bers are  necessary  to  defend  New  York,  Uhode  iHland,  Nova  Scotia,  and  the  Floridas. 
It  is  a  joke  to  think  to  keep  PeuHllvania  [^ic],  for  wo  must  from  tho  army  now  in 
America  form  a  corps Hunicieht  to  attack  tho  French  iHlands,  and  two  or  three  thousand 
men  ongbtto  bo  employed  with  tho  iloet  to  destroy  tho  ])()rtH  and  warfs  [Bio\  of  the 
rebels."    (2  Correspondence  of  George  111  with  Lord  North,  148.) 
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bad  sigucd  *'  uu  traits  cramiti^  et  do  commeroo"  with  *'  loa  £tat8-Uuis  de  I'Am^qoe 
Boptentrionalo,  (^ui  Boiit  ou  jtleiDO  possession  de  Tinddpendauce  pronoDo6o  par  lenr 
aote  dn  4  Jnillct,  1776,"  was  immediately  followed  by  a  declaration  of  war  on  the 
part  of  Groat  Britain  against  FrancO|  and,  as  far  as  tbat  counfry  was  oonoernod,  nerer 
was  :i  war  doolarod  upon  Juster  grounds.  It  was  declared  not  on  account  of  the  mere 
establisbmcnt  of  diplomatic  relations  between  Franco  and  tbe  North  American  Cdo- 
uics,  but  on  account  of  the  long  tissne  of  dark  and  treacherous  machlnatiooa  which 
Franco  had  l>o(;nn  to  weave,  under  the  veil  of  the  strongest  professions  of  amity  and 
good-will,  against  the  peace,  honor,  and  interest  of  Great  Britain  on  the  fliet  appear- 
ance of  discontent  in  America  in  17G5,  and  which  were  brought  to  light  by  the  act 
which  has  been  mentioned.  The  fact  rests  upon  the  nnquostionable  authority  of  tbe 
memoirs,  since  published,  of  the  agents  em[>loyed  by  the  French  Government  to  ex- 
cite the  rebellion  in  North  America."    (2  Phillimoro's  International  Law,  26.) 

"To  the  conduct  of  Franco  in  forming  an  alliance  (in  1778)  with  the  revolted 
North  American  colonists  of  Great  Britain  attention  has  been  already  drawn  in  an 
early  part  of  tliis  work,  and  it  has  been  said,  perhaps  without  sulBciont  preoieion  of 
language  and  in  too  popular  a  manner,  that  this  conduct  'was  immediately  followed 
by  a  declaration  of  war  on  the  part  of  Great  Britain  against  Franco.' 

**  It  would  have  been  more  correct  to  say  that  it  was  followed  by  the  withdrawal 
of  the  English  ambassador  and  the  communication  of  a  message  from  the  orown 
to  P.irli anient,  ns  follows: 

'"His  majesty,  having  been  informed  by  order  of  the  French  king  that  a  treaty  of 
amity  and  commerce  has  been  signed  between  the  court  of  France  and  certain  per*- 
Bons  employed  by  his  majesty's  revolted  subjects  in  North  America,  has  Judged  it 
necessary  to  direct  that  a  copy  of  the  declaration  delivered  by  the  French  ambassador 
to  Lord  Viscount  Weymouth  be  laid  before  tho  Ilonse  of  Commons,  and  at  the  same 
time  to  acquaint  them  that  his  majesty  has  thought  proper,  in  consequenoe  of  this 
oHcnsive  communication  on  the  part  of  the  court  of  France,  to  send  orders  to  his  am- 
bassador to  withdraw  from  that  court. 

'' '  His  majesty  is  persuaded  that  the  Justice  and  good  faith  of  his  conduct  towards 
foreign  powers,  and  the  sincerity  of  his  wishes  to  preserve  the  tranquillity  of  Europe, 
will  bo  acknowlcdf^cd  1)y  all  the  world ;  .ind  his  majesty  trusts  that  ho  shall  not  stand 
rcsponsiblo  for  tho  disturb.^nco  of  that  tranquillity  if  ho  should  find  himself  called 
upon  to  resent  so  unprovoked  and  so  unjust  an  aggression  on  the  honor  of  his  orown 
and  the  essential  interests  of  his  kingdoms,  contrary  to  tho  most  solemn  assurances, 
snbvorsive  of  the  law  of  nations,  and  injurious  to  tho  rights  of  every  sovereign  power 
in  Europe.' 

"A  doubtful  state  of  things  ensued,  lluctuating  between  peace  aud  war;  for  in  spite 
of  the  remonstrance  of  some  of  the  wisest  statesmen  of  Great  Britain — a  remonstrance 
which  subsequent  events  well  justiiied — tho  French  Mediterranean  fleet  was  allowed 
to  proceed  to  America,  where  it  arrived  in  July,  1778.  There  engngements  took  place 
between  the  English  and  Fi*onch  ships,  though  no  declaration  of  war  was  then  knotipn 
to  have  been  issued.  In  the  moan  while  tho  channel  fleet  of  England,  under  Admiral 
Koppel,  camo  into  collision  with  tho  naval  forces  of  France. 

'*  Tho  English  admiral's  situation  (observes  the  writer  of  the  History  of  England  in 
tho  Annual  Register  of  1779)  was  nice  and  dilflonlt.  War  had  not  been  declared,  nor 
even  rcpri.suls  ordered.  It  was,  however,  necessary  to  stop  these  frigates,  as  well  in 
order  to  obtain  intelligence  ns  to  prevent  intelligence  being  conveyed.  Indeed,  it 
seemed  a  matter  of  indinpensablo  necessity  not  to  miss  the  opportunity  of  acquiring 
some  knowledge  of  the  state,  situation,  and  views  of  the  enemy.  But  that  fluctua- 
tion of  counsels  which,  as  has  been  stated,  seemed  to  prevail  at  that  time.  Joined  to 
the  peculiar  circumstances  of  tho  admiral's  political  situation,  rendered  any  strong 
measure  exceedingly  hazardous.  He  might  have  been  disavowed,  and  a  war  with 
Franco  might  bo  charged  to  his  rashness  or  to  the  views  and  principles  of  bis  party. 
In  this  dilemma  the  admiral  determined  to  pursue  that  line  of  conduct  whioh  be 
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deemod  right,  and  to  abide  tbo  cousequoDcos.  Tbo  subseqiiout  bobavior  of  the  Freuob 
/rigates  seemod  oaloulated  to  afford  a  Justification  for  any  moasuro  of  violence  wbicb 
ho  coald  bavo  adopted,  and  tlio  celebrated  action  betwoeu  La  Belle  Ponle  and  the 
Arethmta  and  the  capture  of  the  Licorne  took  place  off  Uroat  on  the  17tb  Juno,  1778; 
and  then  Hbe  French  king  wade  use  of  the  engagement  with  La  Belle  Poule  and 
the  taking  of  tbo  other  frigates  as  the  ostensible  ground  for  issuing  out  orders  for 
xeprisal  on  the  ships  of  Qreat  Britain,  and  tbo  ordinance  for  the  distribution  of  prizes, 
Trhich,  as  wo  have  already  observed,  bad  been  passed  a  cousiderablo  time  before, 
although  hitherto  kept  dormant,  was  now  immediately  published.  Similar  measures 
ivero  likewise  pursued  in  England  as  soon  as  tbo  account  of  these  transactions  was 
recolTed.  Thus  nothing  of  war  was  wanting  between  the  two  nations  excepting 
merely  its  name,  or  rather  the  formality  of  its  proclamation/"    (3  id.,  100.) 

YenKCJDnea'traiuingandohRr.  fc  50.   J^q  Aoiericail   CUD   look   WJtboUt  itltorest 

at  Vorgonucs'  portrait  as  given  by  Doiiiol  and 
in  the  Magazine  of  Anioricau  History  for  1885.  Grave,  sad,  thought- 
fal,  anxious,  yet  full  of  dignity,  it  tells  of  a  past  of  experience  and  a 
present  of  responsibility.  It  was  painted  shortly  after  lie  became  sec- 
retary of  foreign  affairs  under  Louis  XVI,  which  oiilce  he  took  in  1774^ 
when  he  was  fifty-seven  years  of  age.  Ills  public  life,  a8  his  biogra- 
pher,  Mayer,  tells  us,  had  been  given  to  diplomacy.  In  1750  he  was 
minister  to  Treves;  ia  1752  he  went  to  Hanover  as  a  member  of  a  sort 
of  congress  there  held  under  the  auspices  of  George  II;  in  1755  he 
was  sent  to  Constantinople  as  ambassador,  where  he  distinguished 
himself  by  singular  sagacity  and  patience  in  the  critical  controversies 
in  which  the  Porte  was  then  engaged  with  foreign  powers.  To  Sweden 
he  was  sent  in  1771,  to  conduct  negotiations  there  to  bo  instituted 
bearing  on  the  relations  of  Sweden  and  Denmarlc.  His  simplicity, 
industrj',  gravity,  and  intelligence  had  won  the  respect  of  Louis  XVI 
when  dauphin,  and  it  reflected  credit  botli  on  himself  and  on  that 
unfortunate  monarch  that  he  should  have  been  placed  at  an  early 
period  of  the  new  reign  in  charge  of  the  foreign  afl*airs  of  the  realm. 
Vcrgennes  wiis  without  court  influence;  to  the  young  queen  ho  had 
not,  by  his  prior  opposition  to  the  Austrian  alliance,  columended  him- 
self; but  the  restoration  of  the  French  crown  to  the  commanding  posi- 
tion which  it  held  in  the  earlier  years  of  tbo  reign  of  Louis  XIV  was 
his  object,  to  which  he  devoted  himself  with  an  earnest  simplicity 
which  soon  won  for  liiin  the  entire  conildenco  of  the  king.  For  this 
puri>ose  he  was  ready  to  risk  a  war  with  England,  and  for  this  purpose 
he  labored  with  unliinchiug  energy  and  laborious  skill  to  construct  a 
net- work  of  treaties  which  he  expected  would  make  for  France  strong 
allies  in  the  war  which  might  on  any  day  bo  precipitated.  The  Bourbon 
family  alliance  was  renewed  and  made  more  stringent  by  aftectionato 
appeals  of  the  young  king  to  his  uncle  of  Spain,  jus  well  as  by  those 
calm  and  strong  arguments  which  Vcrgennes  knew  so  well  how  to  use. 
Ilussia  was  sedulously  and  in  part  successfully  courted,  and  the  old 
leanings  of  Frederick  the  Great  towards  France  wore  revived  by  a 
system  of  delicate  attention.    By  Vcrgennes  waB  iie)go\i^\i^(V^  ^\^^ 
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from  tlie  treaties  with  the  XJuited  States^  alliances  with  Holland  and 
Switzerland ;  he  negotiated  the  peace  of  Teschen ;  he  became  a  party 
to  a  treaty  of  friendship  between  Portugal  and  Spain ;  as  mediator  he 
procured  the  adoption  of  articles  of  peace  between  Turkey  and  Bossia 
and  between  Ilolland  and  the  empire ;  he  concluded  treaties  of  com* 
mercc  with  Sweden  and  Ilussia,  and  treaties  settling  boundaries  with 
the  empire,  with  Liege,  with  Treves,  with  Nassau-Ssuirbriick,  with 
Deux-Ponts,  and  with  Bale.  His  desire  was  to  see  France,  while  re- 
taining her  old  dynasty,  rising  to  a  level  of  moral  and  economic^ 
greatness  which  she  iMid  not  yet  reached.  It  was  not  to  be  tliat  of 
France  rapacious,  as  in  the  meridian  of  Louis  XIV;  or  France  frivolous, 
as  in  the  decadence  of  Louis  XY;  but  it  was  to  be  that  of  France,  abso- 
lutist still,  developing  her  great  natural  resources,  multiplying  her 
industries,  rebuilding  her  navy,  and  restoring  her  commerce;  of  France 
greater  in  wealth  and  political  power  than  8h<3  had  ever  been  before, 
but  grave,  humane,  and  just;  as  was  the  statesman  by  whom  tbis 
scheme  for  her  regeneration  wa-s  designed.  To  this  work  it  was  essen- 
tial that  the  revolution  in  the  European  system  wrought  by  Britain's 
absorption  of  commerce  should  be  arrested,  and  it  could  be  arrested 
efifectively,  he  thought,  by  the  wresting  from  Britain,  with  at  least 
the  acquiescence  of  other  European  continental  powers,  hei*  American 
colonies.*  In  this  way  revolution  abroad  was  invoked  to  prevent 
revolution  at  home.  Tet  it  is  interesting  to  observe  that  the  only  one 
of  YergenueB'  treaties  which  remains  effective  was  that  sustaining 
the  revolution  in  America.  Those  designed  to  prevent  revolution  in 
Europe  were  in  a  few  years  swept  away  by  revolution. 

Of  Vorgennes'  integrity  the  condition  of  his  estate  is  an  illustration. 
He  lived  simply,  though  with  generous  hospitality,  as  the  journals  of  our 
negotiators  show.  His  predecessors  had  amassed  enormous  fortunes 
when  enjoying  the  opportunities  he  possessed— Colbert,  for  instance^ 
leaving  100,000,000  of  francs,  Eichelieu  and  Mazarin  untold  wealth. 
What  Vorgennes  left  did  not  much  exceed  2,000,000  of  francs,  a  sum 
which  was  the  legitimate  product  of  royal  bounty  and  of  salaries  for  a 
long  period  of  an  official  career  of  modest  though  hospitable  expendi- 
ture. His  domestic  life,  there  can  be  no  quC'Stion,  was  one  of  purity  as 
well  as  of  simplicity.  But  his  domestic  life  gave  way  to  his  public 
duties.  To  these  he  devoted  himself  with  unremitting  industry.  For 
rest  he  seems  to  have  ha<1  no  time.  We  find  him  making  appointments 
with  our  ministers  as  early  as  eight  in  the  morning  and  as  late  as  ten 
in  the  evening.  Between  these  periods  his  work  was,  as  his  biographer 
tells  us,  almost  incessant. 

^?iS'M«r/ Md^E^orou?""'"        5  ^^-  ^^  '"•'*y  ^®  interesting  to  notice  on  this 

point  the  views  of  four  distinct  observers,  three 
of  them  personally  acquainted  with  Vergeunes,  being  at  the  time  min- 

*  As  to  Fronoh  motiyes,  soe  supra,  $  43. 
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isters at  Paris  from  tho  United  States  and  from  England,  and  the 
fourth  subseqaeutly  minister  from  tho  United  States  to  England* 

Jefferson,  when  in  Paris  as  minister  from  the  United  States,  thus,  on 
January  30, 1782,  writes  to  Madison : 

"The  Count  doYergennes  \h  ill.  Tho  possibility  of  his  recovery  renders  it  dan- 
geroos  for  me  to  express  a  doubt  of  it ;  but  he  is  in  danger.  He  is  a  great  minister 
in  Earopean  affairs,  but  has  very  imperfect  ideas  of  oar  institutions  and  no  con- 
fidence in  them.  His  devotion  to  the  principles  of  pure  despotism  renders  him  un- 
affectionate  to  our  govcrnmeiitH,  but  his  fear  of  England  makes  him  value  us  as  a 
make- weight.  lie  is  cool  and  reserved  in  political  conversation,  but  free  and  familiar 
on  other  subjects,  and  a  very  attentive  and  ngrecable  person  to  do  business  with. 
It  ie  impossible  to  have  a  clearer,  bettor  organized  head,  but  age  has  chilled  his 
heart.^ 

Of  Yergeunes'  death  Franklin,  on  April  22, 1787,  writing  to  Grand, 
i^ays: 

''  So  wise  and  good  a  man  taken  away  from  the  station  he  filled  is  a  great  loss  not 
only  to  France,  but  to  Europe  in  general,  to  America,  and  to  mankind.'*  ** 

William  Eden,  afterwards  Lord  Auckland,  who  negotiated  with  Yer- 
gennes  the  Anglo-French  couiuiercial  treaty  of  178G,  thus  writes  a  few 
days  later : 

"  In  other  respects  also,  and  in  a  more  serious  degree,  tho  death  of  M.  de  Vergennes 
givoe  me  the  utmost  concern.  1  have  seen  many  public  men  of  different  countries 
and  descriptions,  and  it  is  a  justice  which  I  owe  to  the  dead,  without  any  disgrace 
to  the  living,  to  say  that  I  never  met  with  any  man  whose  manner  of  acting,  both 
in  offloial  and  private  life,  was  to  me  more  satisfactory  or  more  pleasing.  During 
3iearly  ten  months  that  I  hod  almost  daily  access  to  him  I  never  met  with  any 
circumstance  that  gave  me  even  a  momentary  distrust.  In  tho  beginning  of  our 
negotiations,  when  I  had  a  great  want  of  language,  ho  was  i>aticut,  polite,  and  en- 
couraging; he  gradually  became  cheerful,  cordial,  and  friendly  ;  and  the  Inst  morn- 
ing that  I  passed  with  him,  which  was  tho  last  of  his  doing  business),  I  could  not  help 
i*emarking  when  I  came  homo  that  it  was  impossible  for  mo  not  to  acknowledge  that 
his  conduct  towards  me,  from  my  first  arrival  to  that  moment,  had  been  such  as  to 
entitle  him  both  to  respect  and  affection.  I  know  that  in  England  we  have  in  some 
quarters  unforgiving  feelings  relative  to  him,  but  I  know  also  that  he  had  great 
public  talents  and  great  private  virtues;  and  in  discussion  between  man  and  man  I 
always  found  that  he  went  as  directly  and  as  fairly  to  tho  point  as  Mr.  Fox  himself 
can  do,  which  is  saying  much."  t 

Some  years  later  we  have  the  following  summary  by  Edward  Everett: 

"Whether  the  policy  which  he  (Vergennes)  pursued  was  the  boldest  which  he 
could  have  adopted  no  man  now  possesses  the  means  of  judging,  certainly  not  with- 
out access  to  the  most  secret  archives  of  the  French  court  at  that  period.  But  having 
xidopted  it,  it  is  but  Justice  to  this  minister  to  admit  that  he  piiraiicd  it  with  singular 
oqnanimity,  firmness,  and  temper.  •  •  •  Strong  in  the  good-natured  acquiescence 
of  the  king,  in  tho  decisive  support  of  the  queen,  in  the  gratified  animosity  of  the 
people  to  England,  and  in  the  public  opinion  of  Europe,  the  Count  de  Vergenneo 

*9  nigelow's  Franklin,  381. 

t£den  to  Sheffield,  Paris,  Feb.,  1787,  I  Journal  and  Correspondence  of  Lord  Auck- 
land, 401. 
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adniinistorod  tlio  govoriiinont  witli  a  skill  and  succoss  raroly  allotted  t-o  statesmen 
ovou  of  a  higlior  order  of  tniud.  His  personal  qualities  comu  In  for  no  little  sh«re  of 
tlio  praise.  The  patiouce  and  good-will  of  the  man  heli>od  out  the  politioian  and  the 
minister.''* 

As  WO  shall  bavo  occasion  to  sec  bereafter,  t>io  positiou  taken  by 
bill!  as  to  tbo  Amcricivii  war  was  imposed  ou  bim  not  by  any  confidence 
ill  republican  institutions  or  by  any  sympathy  with  insurgents,  no 
matter  bow  strong  their  case  might  be,  but  by  the  conditions  which 
surrounded  him.  When,  however,  the  position  was  taken,  he  loyally 
adhered  to  it  from  grounds  of  policy  as  well  as  of  honor.f  And  what 
he  did  he  did  skilfully,  being  both  cautious  and  bold,  and  endowed 
\Yith  a  knowledge  of  ICuropean  politics  at  least  equal  to  that  possessed 
by  any  contemporary  statesman. 

"Xfr ''^"*^*''*'*° '''*"' '*"*        5  ^^"  -^^  ^^'^^  hereafter  be  seen,  Yergeuuos, 

through  Gerard,  his  minister  at  Philadelphia, 
denied,  in  Jaiuiiiry,  1779,  th.it  France  had  given  gratuitous  assistitnco 
to  the  United  States  in  1776  through  Beauinarchais,|  and  it  was  fur- 
ther declared  by  Gerard  that  the  munitions  of  war  previously  furnished 
to  the  United  States  came  not  from  the  French  Government,  but  from 
business  establishments  in  France.  Yet,  on  February  25,  1783,  it  was 
expressly  stated  in  the '*  contract"  between  Franklin  and  Vergennes. 
of  that  datell  that  "gratuitous  assistance"  to  the  extent  of  3,000,000 
livros,  in  the  shape  of  "aids  and  subsidies,"  were  furnished  by  the  king 
to  Congress  before  the  treaty  of  February,  1778,  of  which  sum  1,000,000, 
it  appeared,  was  paid  to  Beaumarchais  on  June  10,  177C. 

It  has  been  urged  that  if  the  last  statement  was  true  the  first  was 
false;  that  if  the  first  was  true  the  last  was  false,  and  that  either  way 
both  England  and  the  United  StatA3S  were  intentionally  deceived  by 
Vergennes.  Yet  this  does  not  necessarily  follow.  English  history 
supplies  several  instances  in  which  subsidies  given  as  loans  or  consist- 
ing merely  of  government  guaranties  of  private  remittjuices  have  been 
subsequently  turned  into  gifts.  In  the  beginning  of  a  war  of  uncertain 
duration — such,  for  instance,  2is  that  of  the  Spanish  succession,  or  that 
in  which  Maria  Theresa  and  Frederick  the  Great  were  the  principals, 
or  that  which  followed  the  French  revolution — England,  when  going 
into  a  coalition,  went  into  it  chiefly  as  the  money  partner.  She  made  for 
herself  the  best  terms  she  could.  She  said,  "I  lend  you  this  money,'' 
or  she  stood  behind  her  own  bankers  and  let  them  understand  that  she 
would  see  them  safe  in  their  advances.  Yet,  as  the  struggle  became 
fiercer  and  her  allies  became  weaker,  she  was  not  unwilling  to  say  to 
them,  when  their  further  aid  could  in  no  other  way  be  secured,  *'  What 

•  Edward  Kvorett,  WW  North  Ainoricau  Uoviow,  473. 

f  Infra^  J  54. 

I  8oo  tn/ra,  $  G2,  and  also  Gerard  to  Congreas,  Jan.  4,  5,  10, 1779, 

I  See  infra^  $  64. 


CHAP.  IV.]  ATTITUDE   OF   FRANCIS:    VERQENNES.  [§52. 

I  first  sent  to  you  as  a  loan  or  a  {^uaraDty  I  uow  give;  what  I  now  send 
most  be  a  loan."  No  one  would,  on  such  a  condition  of  things,  charge 
au  English  minister  with  falsehood  should  he  on  retrospect  speak  of 
the  first  transaction  as  a  gratuity. 

Such  was  very  much  the  condition  of  things  with  regard  to  the  French 
aid  to  the  United  States  during  the  revolutionary  war.  In  1776,  for 
instance,  the  aid  given  through  Beauuiarchais  was  not  only  in  name 
but  in  reality  a  loan,  whatever  might  have  been  the  case  with  the  money 
given  secretiy  in  Paris  to  the  commissioners.  For  this  there  were  good 
reasons.  Oongress  had  asked  only  for  a  loan,  or  for  supplies  of  arms 
and  clothing,  sind  haii  pledged  itself  to  pay  for  what  was  given  by 
American  produce,  then  bringing  a  high  price  in  Europe.  Whatever 
was  sent  in  the  way  of  supplies  was  sent  lis  a  mercantile  adventure,  to 
bo  so  paid  for ;  and,  as  appears  by  a  memorandum  of  the  committee  of 
secret  correspondence  (hereafter  given  under  date  of  October  1, 1770), 
was  received  as  a  '<  loan."  And  that  the  French  Government  should  then 
treat  this  aid  simply  as  a  secret  loan  or  guaranty  for  which  payment 
should  be  required  in  produce  there  were  good  reasons.  The  *^  insurrec- 
tion ^  was  in  its  infancy ;  the  policy  of  France  was  no  doubt  to  keep  it 
alive  by  secret  business  accommodations,  but  not  until  success  was  in 
some  manner  assured  to  commit  herself  by  supplying  it  with  munitions 
of  war  liable  to  arrest  and  investigation  on  the  high  seas.  There  would 
not  be  this  risk  with  sales  of  munitions  of  war  through  private  houses, 
even  though  such  houses  should  have  been  previously  subsidized  by 
the  government.* 

The  '*  exchange  "  also  of  French  war  material  for  American  produce 
was  at  that  particular  moment  easily  ofTectcd.  French  venders  of  mu- 
nitions of  war  or  clothing  could  buy  these  supplies  cheap  in  France,  or 
could  obtain  them  on  long  credits  from  the  government,  or  even  buy 
them  from  others  with  funds  which  the  government  might  supply  on 
the  same  principle  on  which  it  made  advances  to  other  business  con- 
cerns. On  the  other  hand  the  Colonics  were  teeming  with  tobacco, 
with  indigo,  with  rice,  which  could  go  back  in  return  cargoes,  and  for 
which,  as  we  learn  from  the  memorandum  of  the  secret  committee  above 
referred  to,  there  was  at  that  time  the  probability  of  a  safe  passage.  The 
speculation,  therefore,  would  be  good  for  both  parties,  supposing  the 
transaction  to  be  in  private  hands,  they  exchanging  their  surplus  pro- 
duce with  the  probabilities  of  great  pecuniary  advantage  at  least  to  the 
F/euch  forwarders.t  There  is  every  rcivson  to  hold,  therefore,  that  what 
France  supplied  to  the  United  States  in  1770  was  not  a  gratuity,  but  a 
loan  or  guaranty  to  be  paid  by  the  return  of  American  produce.    Nor 

*  It  shuuld  be  obsorvod  that  Congress,  after  receiving  Gerard's  disclaimer  of  the 
royal  origin  of  the  supplies  received  in  1776  and  1777,  resolved,  on  January  12,  1779, 
that  bis  ''most  Christian  majesty,  the  great  and  generous  ally  of  those  United  States, 
did  not  preface  his  alliance  with  any  supplies  whatever  sent  to  America.*^ 

t  See  farther,  as  to  conflicting  statements  in  this  relation,  t?i/ra,  $  C2  jT,  142. 

23  WH  353 


§  52.]  INTRODUCTION.  [c?HAP.  IV. 

was  there  anything  strange,  in  the  paternal  system  ofgovcrnmeutthea 
existing  in  France,  in  the  crown  supplying  fnnds  to  private  houses  en- 
gaged in  forwanling  supplies  to  America.  Subsidies  of  this  kind  were 
and  still  are,  under  the  paternal  system,  common  in  cases  iu  which 
industries  which  the  government  desires  to  succeed,  claim  to  be  unable 
to  succeed  without  government  support.  And  even  governments  not 
supposed  to  run  on  the  ''paternal"  system  have,  in  our  own  days, 
granted  subsidies  to  lines  of  steamers  on  the  condition  that  they  should 
be  turned  over  to  the  government  in  case  of  war. 

It  must  also  be  remembered  that  in  February,  1783,  when  the  above 
statment  of  '*  gratuitousness ''  was  made  by  Vergennes,  there  were  many 
reasons  why  France  should  speak  of  the  aid  rendered  to  the  United 
States  in  1770  as  a  gratuity.  The  United  States  were  in  1783  in  desper- 
ate i)ecuniary  difllcultics.  Never  had  their  credit  been  so  low.  They 
had  no  money  to  pay  to  foreign  creditors.  They  had  no  facilities  of 
their  own  for  sending  produce  abroad.  On  the  other  hand,  the  Oov- 
emmcnt  of  the  United  St-ates,  instead  of  being  an  uncertain  venture, 
was  in  1782  recognized  by  Great  Brit>ain,  in  the  preliminary  articles,  as 
an  independent  power ;  and  if,  when,  as  the  critical  period  of  the  gen- 
eral paciiicatiou  drew  near,  the  United  States  had  deserted  France, 
tbis  desertion,  dishonorable  as  it  would  have  been,  would  have  been 
seriously  injurious  to  French  interests.  It  may  have  been  for  these 
reasons  that  France  should  in  1783  have  been  ready  to  treat  a  part  of 
the  loan  of  177G  as  canceled,  and  have  spoken  of  it,  as  she  did,  as  a 
gratuity. 

It  is  also  charged  that  Vergennes  suppressed  the  truth  in  his  conver- 
sations with  Stormont,  British  minister  iu  Paris  in  1777.  In  these  con- 
versations, however,  as  reported  by  Stormont  to  his  government,  the 
vulnerable  point  of  money  advances  to  the  Colonies  did  not  come  up, 
Stormont  being  evidently  without  inform<ation  in  this  line  on  whichvhe 
could  base  an  inquiry.  What  he  had  to  say  was  with  regard  to  the 
fitting  out  of  Americnn  j)rivatcers  in  French  ports  and  permitting  in 
such  ports  the  sale  of  prizes  made  by  these  privateers.  As  to  this  it 
nia^'  be  said  that  whenever  he  gave  timel^^  notice  to  Vergennes  of  prob- 
able intended  performances  of  this  kind  Vergennes  interfered,*  and  Ver- 
gennes also  did  not  dispute  the  liability  of  France  to  Britain  for  any 
negligence  in  such  interference.  But  beyond  this  he  did  not  go.  He 
may  well  have  argued  that  it  was  the  business  of  a  belligerent  to  give 
notice  to  a  neutral  of  the  fitting  out  of  privateers  in  the  neutral's  pori», 
not  the  duty  of  the  neutral  to  establish  an  enormously  expensive  and 
oppressive  police  at  his  ports,  to  prevent  such  vessels  from  sailing.  Ho 
may  well  have  argued  also  that,  if  he  had  suspicions  that  such  vessels 
were  fitting  out,  it  was  not  his  duty  to  disclose  them,  nor  w«as  it  his  duty 
to  tell  the  British  minister  that  he  was  making  his  own  preparations  to 

•  Sco  Vorgoniios  to  Couiiiii88ioDOi*8,  July  1($,  1777,  infra. 
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intervene  in  tlie  struggle  if  be  found  it  wii8  being  pressed  to  an  extreme 
wbich  would  be  prejudicial  to  tbe  interests  of  France  and  would  imperil 
the  i>eace  of  the  civilized  world.    He  may  have  well  said,  "  When  you 
were  preparing  to  spring  upon  us  at  the  outlet  of  the  late  war,  you  gave 
us  no  notice  what  those  prodigious  armaments  you  were  constructing 
were  for,  but  you  waited  until  tbe  season  came  when  my  merchantmen 
were  coming  to  port  with  full  cargoes,  and  you  then  suddenly  pounced 
down  on  them ;  and  there  is  no  reason  why  I  should  not  in  like  man- 
ner swoop  down  on  you  when  the  opportunity  comes."    These  reasons 
Yergennes  may  have  given  to  his  king  and  his  colleagues  for  his  silence 
as  to  the  preparations  going  on  in  French  ports.    But  it  is  difficult  to 
reconcile  the  professions  of  friendship  for  Britain  with  which  he  over- 
whelmed Stormont  and  bis  repudiation  of  all  assistance  to  the  ^insur- 
gents" with  the  fact  Ibnt  he  bnd  at  that  very  time  given  considerable 
aid  to  the  American  commissioners  at  Paris.    Stormont,  it  is  true,  while 
questioning  him  persistently  as  to  privateers,  never  iiskcd  him  as  to 
money  contributions  to  America.    The  whole  drift,  however,  of  Ver- 
gennes'  numerous  conversations  with  Stormont  was  that  France  was 
governed  by  friendly  feelings  towards  Britain,  and  even  when  French 
recognition  of  American  independence  was  announced  to  the  British 
ministry  this  was  with  an  expression  of  trust  that  this  recognition  would 
not  impair  the  friendly  relations  which  so  hrif)pily  existed  between  the 
two  sovereigns.    This,  however,  may  be  regarded  as  a  mere  formal  ex- 
pression of  civility,  such  as  is  common  to  all  correspondence,  diplomatic 
as  well  as  social ;  and  in  this  way  these  expressions  of  friendship  even 
as  Lite  as  the  time  (1777)  when  tbe  alliance  of  France  with  America  was 
announced,  may  be  cited  as  showing  the  pure  formality  of  expressions 
of  this  class. 

The  more  serious  charge  remsiins  that  Vergennes,  in  a  conversation 
with  Grenville  in  Franklin's  presence,  in  tbe  fall  of  1782,  sjiid  that  no 
ai<l  was  given  by  France  to  America  until  after  a  final  breach  between 
the  Colonies  and  the  mother  country.  But  this  conversation  wfis  in- 
formal and  oral;  no  notes  were  taken  of  it  at  tbe  time;  different  ver- 
sions of  it  come  to  us;  and  in  such  ciises  great  allowances  are  to  be 
ina<le  for  the  uncertainty  of  memory.  Aside  from  this,  it  is  not  likely 
that,  if  this  statement  was  regarded  at  tbe  time  as  a  material  falsiiica- 
tion,  we  would  have  bad  from  Eden,  who  was  familiar  with  all  the  tra- 
ditions of  tbe  British  foreign  ollice,  so  strong  a  eulogium  on  Vergennes 
as  that  which  is  quoted  above.* 

^uiftod8util!irto*hffl«K        5  ^'^'  ^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^*®  secret  convention  of  April 
eries  and  tbe  Mi88imippi.       12.1779,  bctwccu  Fiaucc  aiul  Spain  conflicted 

with  tbe  treaties  of  February,  1778,  between 
France  and  the  United  States,  has  been  much  discussed.  As  tbe  con- 
vention of  April  12,  1770,  is  given  us  by  Doniol  (iii,  803)  in  the  shape  in 

•Ab  to  Vorgennes'  correspoudouco  in  respect  to  America,  eee  index,  title  VergetiDes. 
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whicb  it  was  actually  executed,  it  is  proper  that  its  true  text  should 
be  carefully  examined,  so  as  to  show  its  effect  iu  this  relation. 

The  preamble  and  the  first  two  articles  state  the  reasons  for  the 
accession  of  Spain  to  the  war,  and  the  nature  of  the  aid  to  bo  rendered. 

Then  come  the  following : 

"Art.  3.  Their  Cathollo  and  very  ChriRiian  mi^esties  renew  the  obligations  of  the 
seventeenth  article  of  the  family  compact,  and  in  pursuance  thcroof  promise  not  to 
either  directly  or  indirectly  entertain  any  proposition  from  tlie  common  enemy  with- 
oat  communicating  it  reciprocally ;  and  uoithor  of  the  two  majostlos  shall  sign  with 
such  enemy  any  treaty,  conventioui  or  any  doonmout  of  any  kind  whatsoever  with- 
out the  prior  knowledge  and  consent  of  the  other. 

"Art.  4.  The  very  Christian  king  (of  Franco),  iu  strict  execution  of  the  engage- 
mente  contracted  by  him  with  the  United  States  of  America,  proposes  and  requests 
that  his  Catholio  majesty  (king  of  Spain),  on  the  duy  he  declares  war  against  Eng- 
land, shall  recognize  the  sovereign  independence  of  the  United  States,  and  he  sliall 
engage  not  to  lay  down  his  arms  until  this  independence  is  recognized  by  tlie  king  of 
Great  Britain,  it  being  indispensable  that  this  point  shall  bo  the  essential  boso  of  all 
negotiations  for  peace  which  may  tHe  instituted  hereafter.  The  Catholic  king  has 
desired  and  still  desires  to  gratify  the  very  Christian  king,  his  nephew,  and  to  pro- 
cure for  the  United  States  all  the  advantages  (avantagos)  they  desire  and  which  it 
is  possible  to  obtain.  But  as  his  Catholio  majesty  has  as  yet  not  conclnded  with  them 
any  treaty  by  which  their  reciprocal  interests  have  have  been  settled,  he  reserves  the 
right  to  do  so,  and  to  come  to  an  agreement  at  that  time  as  to  whatever  bears  on  the 
said  independence ;  and  from  this  moment  he  engages  not  to  conclude  nor  assist  by 
his  mediation  any  treaty  or  arrangement  with  those  States,  or  relative  to  them,  with- 
out notifying  the  very  Christian  king,  and  without  concerting  with  him  whatever 
has  any  connection  with  the  above-mentioned  articles  of  independence. 

"Art.  5.  In  view  of  the  peace  and  the  definitive  treaty  which  result  from  the  war, 
his  very  Christian  majesty  proposes  to  acquire  the  followiug  advantages  or  benefits: 

"  !<*.  The  revocation  and  abolition  of  all  the  articles  of  treaties  whicli  deprive  his 
very  Christian  majesty  of  the  liberty  which  by  right  belougs  to  him  of  erecting  such 
land  or  water  works  at  Dunkirk  as  ho  deems  necessary ;  2",  the  expulsion  of  the 
English  from  the  island  aud  fisherieriesof  Newfoundlnnd ;  3",  absolute  and  unlimited 
liberty  of  commerce  in  the  Kast  Indies,  and  the  right  to  ncqiiiro  aud  fortify  such  fac- 
tories as  his  majesty  may  deem  expedient ;  4",  tbo  recovery  of  Senegal,  and  entire 
liberty  of  commerce  with  Africa  outside  of  thcKugliHli  factories ;  5'*,  the  irrevocable 
possession  of  the  island  of  St.  Domingo ;  6<^,  the  abolilion  or  the  complete  execution  of 
the  treaty  of  commerce  concluded  at  Utrecht  in  1713  between  France  and  England. 

"Art.  6.  If  the  very  Christian  king  succeeds  in  becoming  master  and  acquiring 
possession  of  the  island  of  Newfoundland,  the  subjects  of  the  Catholic  king  are  to 
be  admitted  to  its  fisheries,  and  the  two  sovereigns  fur  this  purpose  shall  come  to  an 
agreement  8s  to  the  benefits,  rights,  and  x>rivileges  which  the  said  subjects  of  his 
Catholic  majesty  shall  be  permitted  to  enjoy. 

"Art.  7.  The  Catholic  king  expects  to  obtain,  on  his  side,  by  the  w«ar  and  the  con- 
sequent treaty  of  peace,  the  following  a<l vantages : 

"  1**.  The  restitution  of  Gibraltar ;  2",  the  possession  of  the  river  and  the  fort  of 
Mobile ;  3<*,  the  restitution  of  Pensacola,  with  all  the  coast  of  Florida  which  extends 
along  the  channel  (canal)  of  Bahama;  so  that  no  foreign  power  can  have  a  settlement 
on  this  cannel ;  4^,  the  expulsion  of  the  English  from  the  bny  of  Honduras,  and  the 
execution  of  the  prohibition  stipulated  by  the  treaty  of  17G3,  of  the  forming  of  any 
settlement  on  this  bay,  or  in  the  other  Spanish  territories;  5**,  the  revocation  of  the 
privilege  accorded  in  that  treaty  to  the  English  to  cut  dye-woods  on  the  coasts  of 
Campeachy ;  and  6^,  the  restitution  of  the  island  of  Minorca. 

"Art.  8.  In  case  the  Catholic  king  shall  succeed  in  depriving  the  English  of  aoceea 
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to  the  coast  nnd  bay  of  Catii]>cac1iy  and  of  the  right  of  cuttiDg  dye-wood  there,  his 
Catholic  majoaty  shall  accord  tbin  privilege  to  tho  subjects  of  his  very  Christian 
majesty,  settling  with  him  as  to  the  advantages,  rights,  and  prerogatives  they  there 
enjoy. 

'*Art.  9.  Their  Catholic  and  very  Christian  majesties  promise  to  use  all  their  efforts 
to  procure  and  acquire  all  tho  advantages  specified  above,  and  to  continue  these 
oflTorts  until  they  obtain  the  end  proposed,  agreeing  mutually  not  to  lay  down  their 
arms,  and  to  make  no  ti*oaty  of  peace,  truce,  or  suspension  of  hostilities  without 
having  at  least  obtained  and  being  respectively  assured  of  tho  restitution  of  Gibral- 
tar and  the  removal  of  tho  restrictions  relative  to  the  fortifications  of  Dunkirk,  or^ 
In  default  of  this  article,  any  other  object  at  the  disposal  of  his  very  Christian 
majesty. 

It  is  only  receutly  that  tho  fuli  text  of  this  secret  couveutiou,  as  pub- 
lished by  DoDiol,  iias  been  brought  to  light.  Mr.  Baucrofb,  iii  the  teuth 
volume  of  his  history,  iu  its  earlier  editions,  suinmarizes  the  then  current 
version  as  follows : 

"  France  bound  herself  to  undertake  the  invasion  of  Croat  Britain  or  Ireland ;  if 
she  could  drive  the  British  from  Newfoundland,  its  fisheries  were  to  be  shared  only 
with  Spain.  For  trifling  benefits  to  be  acquired  by  herself,  she  promised  to  use  every 
effort  to  recover  for  Spain  Minorca,  Pensacola,  and  Mobile,  the  bay  of  Honduras, 
and  the  coast  of  Campeaohy ;  and  tho  two  courts  bound  themselves  not  to  grant 
peace,  nor  truce,  nor  suspension  of  hostilities  until  Gibraltar  should  bo  restored. 
From  ike  United  States  Spain  loae  left  free  to  cxacif  ae  the  price  of  her  friendship ,  arenun- 
daUan  of  every  part  of  the  basin  of  (he  St.  Laterence  and  the  lakes,  of  the  navigation  of 
the  Mississippif  and  of  all  the  land  between  that  Hver  and  the  AHcghanies.  This  conven- 
tion of  France  with  Spain  modified  the  treaty  between  France  and  the  United  States. 
The  latter  were  not  bound  to  continue  the  war  till  Gibraltar  should  be  taken ;  still 
less  till  Spain  sliould  have  carried  out  her  views  hostile  to  their  interests.  They 
gained  the  right  to  make  peace  whenever  Great  Britain  would  acknowledge  their 
independence." 

In  the  fifth  volume  of  tho  "author's  last  revision"  of  this  history 
(1885),  308,  this  passage  is  reproduced,  with  the  omission  of  the  lines 
marked  in  italics;  while  in  tho  next  sentence,  with  one  or  two  merely 
verbal  changes,  the  words  "  her  [Spain's]  views  hostile  to  their  inter- 
ests" are  changed  to  "policy  hostile  to  their  interests." 

In  Oircourt's  translation  of  this  portion  of  Mr.  Bancroft's  history  the 
older  rendering  of  that  history  is  given,  and  a  note  is  attached  to  the 
Italicized  clause  saying  that  by  it  Spain  intended  to  revive  in  their  full 
vigor  the  most  extensive  pretensions  of  the  Frcncii  crown  before  the 
treaty  of  17C3,  by  which,  if  m<ade  operative  in  favor  of  Spain,  the  whole 
of  the  continent  around  tho  Gulf  of  Mexico  would  have  Spain  for  its 
sole  master. 

That  the  version  on  which  Mr.  Bancroft  relied  is  inaccurate  in  the 
clause  purporting  to  give  the  I^ewfonndland  fisheries  exclusively  to 
France  and  Spain  will  be  seen  by  recurring  to  the  Frcncli  text  ot  article 
G,  as  given  by  Doniol  and  as  translated  above.    That  text  is  as  follows : 

**  8i  le  roi  tr^-chr6tien  r^iisissait  h,  so  rondro  inallro  ot  i\  H'aHsurcr  de  la  possession 
Go  rile  de  Torre  Nenve,  los  snjoiB  du  roi  cathorKino  Rcroiit  juIiiiih  i\  y  fairo  la  p6cho, 
et  los  deux  souveraius  coucertoroiit  a  cot  ofTut  Ics  avautngus,  droits,  ct  prerogatives 
dont  dovront  jouir  lesdits  Hiijotfl  do  hix  majcstd  caUioIiqiio." 
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There  is  iiotbiDg  Avbatever  iu  this  clause  which  shuts  the  TJoitecl 
States  out  from  any  participatiou  iu  these  fisheries.  All  that  Fnince 
proinises^to  Spaiu  is  a  share  iu  the  fisheries  if  they  and  the  adjacent 
islauds  fall  into  the  possession  of  Franco. 

It  is  true  that  there  waa  a  strong  party  iu  France  which  desired  the 
recovery  of  at  least  maritime  Canada,  with  the  acyoiuing  fisheries,  and 
that  Luzerne  and  Bayneval,  if  not  Yergennes,  were  not  disposed  to  aid 
the  United  States  iu  obtaining,  with  Britain,  exclusive  possession  of 
those  fisheries.  But  while  Yergennes  was  resolved  not  to  aid  this  claim, 
he  was  equally  ready  to  acquiesce  in  it. 

Nor  is  there  anything  in  the  couvention  to  sustain  the  position,  based 
on  the  version  current  before  the  document  was  authoritatively  pub- 
lished, that  France  by  this  instrument  put  it  in  the  power  of  Spain  to 
exact  from  the  United  States  the  renunciation  of  the  whole  trans- 
Alleghany  region  and  of  the  basin  of  St.  Lawrence.  This  8upi>osed 
clause,  though  adopted  by  Oircourt',  is  omitted  by  Mr.  Bancroft,  as  is 
noticed  above,  in  the  edition  of  his  excellent  history  published  iu  1S85, 
and  it  is  omitted  correctly;  since,  so  far  from  it  being  included  in  the 
convention,  it  is  in  conflict  with  the  fourth  article,  which  engages  Spain 
to  recognize  the  "  sovereign  independence"  of  the  United  States,  and 
to  obtain  for  them  all  possible  advantages,  reserving  for  future  negotia- 
tions between  Spain  and  this  new  ^independent  sovereign  "  the  settle- 
ment of  all  questions  between  them,  subject,  if  touching  independence, 
to  the  joint  action  of  France.  The  position  of  France  as  to  questions 
between  Spain  and  the  United  States  is  shown  by  the  fact  that  France 
considered  it  in  no  way  inconsistent  with  her  engagements  under  this 
couvention  for  her  to  refuse  to  agree  in  1783  to  a  general  peace  unless 
Britiiin  should  make  definitive  the  preliminary  convention  of  1782  with 
the  United  States,  by  which  the  United  States  took  an  undivided  share 
in  the  fisheries  and  the  entire  British  title  to  the  Mississippi  Yalley. 

The  only  stipuhition  in  this  secret  convention  of  1779  which  in  any 
way  collides  with  the  interests  of  the  United  States  is  the  provision  as 
to  the  river  and  fort  at  Mobile  and  the  coast  of  Florida  bordering  on 
the  Baiiama  ch<annel.  Now,  on  the  maxim,  Exprcssio  unius^  est  exclusio 
alterUiSj  this  sillotment  of  the  Florida  coast  to  Spaiu  is  an  exclusion  of 
any  claim  to  allot  to  Spain  the  navigation  of  the  Mississippi  and  the 
territory  between  the  Mississippi  and  the  Alleghanies.  It  must  also  be 
remembered,  as  is  justly  remarked  by  Doniol,  that  while  Florida  was 
originally  settled  by  Spaniards,  it  was  in  1779  in  the  undisputed  posses- 
sion of  Britain,  and  that  so  far  from  its  allotment  to  Spain  in  case  it 
could  be  wrested  from  Britain  being  complained  of  by  the  United 
States,  it  was  given  to  Spain,  on  the  general  pacification  of  1783,  with- 
out any  remonstrance  by  the  United  States.  And  the  conviction  that 
prevailed  as  far  back  as  1777,  that  the  recognition  of  the  independent 
sovereignty  of  the  United  States  would  necessitate  sooner  or  later  the 
absorption  of  Florida  and  of  the  Mississippi  Yalley  in  the  new  republic, 
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may  explain  why  tlio  United  States  mado  no  objection  to  Florida  going 
to  Spain,  from  which  it  conld  be  more  readily  obtained  than  from 
England.* 

Whether  the  convention,  as  above  rendered,  modified  the  treaty  of 
alliance  of  1778  bo  as  to  release  the  United  States  from  the  obligations 
of  that  treaty,  depends  npou  tiie  construction  wo  give  to  the  seventh 
article.  In  the  sparions  version  of  that  article,  as  above  noticed,  the 
iude[)endonce  of  the  Uniteil  States  seems  in  some  way  to  be  made 
dei>endent  on  the  restoration  of  Oibraltar  as  a  condition  of  peace. 
Bnt  there  is  nothing  in  the  anthoritative  document  to  sustain  this  con- 
struction. All  that  the  p<irties  to  t  he  convention  agree  to  is  to  continue 
the  war,  and  not  to  lay  down  their  arms,  and  to  make  no  treaty  of 
I>eace,  unless  assured  of  the  restitution  of  Gibraltar  and  the  removal  of 
the  restrictions  on  Dunkirk.  This  agreement,  in  its  terms,  excludes  the 
United  States  from  its  obligations,  and  so  far  from  affecting  the  prior 
sUpulation  of  Frnnce  that  she  would  not  make  peace  until  the  independ- 
ence of  the  United  States  is  acknowledged,  the  (convention  adds  to  that 
stipulation  the  additional  guaranty  of  Spain  ;  for  by  the  fourtli  article 
of  the  treaty  tlie  king  of  Spain  agrees  not  to  lay  down  his  arms  until 
this  independence  is  recognized  by  Great  Britain,  which  is  declared  to 
be  the  essential  base  of  all  negotiatiofis  of  peace.  The  engagement  of 
Franco  and  Spain,  therefore,  to  continue  the  war  until  they  were  sat- 
isfied as  to  Gibraltar  and  Dunkirk  was  one  which  in  no  way  touched  the 
United  States.  France  and  Spain  were  bound,  as  the  "  base  ^  on  which 
they  acted,  to  secure  the  independence  of  the  United  States.  When, 
however,  that  independence  wns  secured,  they  agreed,  by  an  article 
made  and  open  to  bo  modified  exclusively  by  themselves,  to  continue 
the  war  until  their  plans  as  to  Gibraltar  and  Dunkirk  were  effected. 
Alld  that  this  was  a  mere  bilateral  revocable  agreement  relative  to 
themselves  alone,  and  kept  secret  as  so  revocable,  appears  from  the  fact 
that  not  long  after  its  execution  the  ncgotiation.s  between  Franco  and 
Spain  show  that  they  regjirdcd  it  Jis  an  informal  provisional  engage- 
ment, which  from  its  nature  yielded  to  the  exigencies  of  war. 

In  considering  how  far  Vergonnes  was  justificil  in  entering  into  this 
convention,  we  must  also  remember  that  at  the  time  of  its  execution 
Franco  and  the  United  States  were,  as  will  be  hereafter  shown,!  in 
almost  desperate  straits.  The  winter  of  1778-'79  and  the  following 
spring  com])nsed  the  darkest  period  in  the  war.  The  credit  of  Con- 
gress was  gone.  Its  active  armies  were  re<lneod  to  the  small  body  of 
troops  which  were  then,  half  starved  and  badl^  dothcd,  in  the  lints  of 
Valley  Forge.    The  French  fleet  in  the  American  waters  ai)j)eared  to 

*  Tiiiio,  wiiboiit  trrjit.y,  so  arginul  Luzcnio  in  n  <liA])a1('li  to  Vor,';onnr»,  will  in  forty 
yonrs  iill  ilio  v»ney  of  tho  Miflsissippi  with  ilio  population  of  ilto  United  St.'itoM  ;  nnd, 
if  80,  iburo  is  do  iiho  in  Imzanliiig  poaco  for  :\  8tipnl:ition  wliich,  without  being 
expressed,  is  ouo  of  tbo  ncccBHilios  of  the  future. 

t  Infra,  $  8:J. 
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be  paralyzed.  lu  Europe  it  waa  incapable,  according  to  Vergennes^ 
statement,  of  meeting  the  British,  except  at  a  risk  bo  was  unwilling  to 
advise.  Spain  had  a  navy  ready  for  sea  which  might  turn  the  balance, 
and  it  was  essential  equally  to  the  United  States  and  France  that  this 
aid  should  be  secured.  ^'If  the  Spaniards,"  said  Washington,  writing 
to  Gouverneur  Morris,  on  October  4, 1778,  •  "  would  but  join  their  fleets 
to  France  and  commence  hostilities,  my  doubts  would  all  subside. 
Without  it  1  fear  the  British  navy  has  it  too  much  in  its  power  to  coun- 
teract the  schemes  of  France.''  Still  stronger  are  Franklin's  state- 
ments, given  in  the  same  period  in  the  following  pages.  And  that  this 
was  the  conviction  of  Congress  is  shown  by  its  proceedings  at  that 
period,  hereafter  detailed,  stating  bow  large  a  price  it  was  willing  to 
pay  to  obtain  the  support  of  Spain.  It  has  been  said  that  the  conven- 
tion of  April,  1779,  was  brought  before  the  American  negotiators  of 
the  peace  of  1782  for  the  purpose  of  proving  that  the  treaty  of  alliance 
of  1778  was  abrogated  so  far  as  to  enable  the  United  States  to  negotiate 
a  peace  with  Britain  without  consulting  France.  But  to  this  the  answer 
is  that  the  genuine  convention,  as  above  given,  waa  not  published  untsl 
many  years  after  the  conclusion  of  the  peace  of  1782,  and  that,  even  had 
it  been  in  their  hands,  there  was  nothing  in  it,  as  we  have  seen  to  in- 
validate the  obligations  entered  into  by  the  United  States  in  the  treaty 
of  1778.  It  is  not  improbable,  however,  that  a  spurious  summary  of 
the  convention  of  1779  nmy,  under  English  auspices,  have  found  its 
way  to  the  American  negotiators  of  1782,  and  that  this  summary  may 
have  been  the  basis  of  the  misconceptions  which  existed  on  the  subject 
until  the  publication  of  the  original  text. 
Yergennes  has  been  also  charged  with  siding  against  the  United 

•  G  Washington's  WritingH,  81.  ^ 

In  1781  tbo  Uritisli  navy  wnn  composed  of  about  eighty  ships  of  thn  lino  in  oommin- 
sion.  This  licet  much  exceeded  that  of  Francd  both  in  ships  and  in  armament,  and 
licnco  Hritain  waa  able  to  koej)  a  naval  superiority  in  the  American  waters  down  to 
the  alliance  between  Franco  and  Spain.  This  alliance  necessitated  the  distribution 
of  tho  English  fleet  bo  as  to  cover  Gibraltar  and  the  West  Indies  and  to  protect  £ng* 
hand  from  an  invasion  which  the  ascendency  of  the  allies  made  fensiblo.  Hence  it 
was  that  when  Do  Grasse  reached  the  Chesapeake  Bay,  ou  August  31, 1781,  he  was  able 
to  bring  with  him  twenty-eight  ships  of  tho  line  and  six  frigates,  giving  him  control 
of  those  wiiters. 

As  showing  that  Congress  felt  thn  necessity  of  the  Spanish  alliance  at  the  crisis  of 
1778,  Mr.  Bancroft  gives  the  following: 

*' A  spirit  of  moderation  manifested  itself,  especially  in  the  delegation  from  New 
York.  Gouverneur  Morris  was  inclined  to  relinquish  to  Spain  tho  novigation  of  the 
Mississippi,  and,  while  ho  desired  tho  acquisition  of  Canada  and  Nova  Scotia,  asserted 
the  necessity  of  a  law  for  sotting  a  limit  to  the  American  dominion.  *  Our  empire,* 
said  Jay,  the  President  of  tho  Congress,  '  is  already  too  great  to  bo  well  governed,  and 
its  Constitution  is  inconsist'Cnt  with  the  passion  for  conquest.'  Not  suspecting  tho 
])ersistent  hostility  of  Spain,  as  ho  smoked  his  ))i])0  at  tbo  house  of  Gernrd,  ho  loudly 
c.ommendod  the  triple  alliance  of  France,  tho  United  States,  and  Spain.''  (10  Dan- 
croft's  United  States,  IKJ,  citing  Gerard  to  Vergenncs,  Oct.  20,  Dec.  22,  1778.  See 
also  Trescot's  Diplomacy  of  the  Kevolution,  39 ,^. ,  54  JT*- ) 
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States  ill  tbe  i)eiiCO  negotiations  of  1782  in  respect  to  the  fisheries  and 
the  Mississippi.  But,  as  lias  been  said  in  another  place,*  Yergennes' 
position  during  the  negotions  of  1782  and  1783  was  at  least  as  difficult 
as  that  of  William  III  in  the  negotiations  which  preceded  the  peace  of 
Byswick.  Vergenues  was  the  head  of  an  alliance  against  England 
which  contained  members  as  dissonant  and  with  interests  as  conflicting 
as  those  which  William  III  combined  in  the  alliance  against  France  of 
which  he  was  the  head.  If  it  was  impossible  for  William  III  to  con- 
clude any  tres^ty  which  would  satisfy  ciich  of  the  allies  whom  he  le<l — 
if,  in  the  peace  which  he  actually  concluded,  it  was  a  matter  of  course 
that  he  should  bo  accused  by  some  of  the  allies  of  undue  reticence  in 
ihe  communication  of  peace  projects,  or  of  want  of  fairness  in  the 
settlement  of  such  projects — so  it  was  also  necessarily  the  case  with 
Yergennes.  In  both  cases  there  were  the  usual  pledges  of  co-opera- 
tion between  the  allies;  yet  it  must  be  remembered  that  it  is  for  the 
benefit  of  all  the  contracting  parties  that  such  pledges  are  to  be  liber- 
ally construed,  since  no  negotiations  on  behalf  of  allies  could  be  cou- 
ducted  if  it  were  understood  that  such  negotiations  were  to  be  always 
by  the  allies  in  concert,  and  that  not  a  word  was  to  be  spoken  by  any 
one  of  them  in  private  conference  with  the  common  enemy.  Such  con 
ferenceis  there  must  be.  They  were  held,  and  with  good  results,  by 
Portland  and  Boufflers  prior  to  the  ))cace  of  Ilyswick ;  they  were  held 
by  Yergennes,  through  Bayiieval,  with  Shelburne;  and  by  Shelburne, 
through  Oswald,  with  Franklin.  It  was  so  from  the  nature  of  things, 
and  neither  ally  had  the  right  to  complain  that  each  merely  tentative 
and  informal  conversation  was  not  at  once  reported  to  the  other.t 

Under  these  circumstances  it  was  no  breach  of  the  treaty  ol  1778  for 
France  to  s^vy  to  the  United  States,  **  While  I  will  sacrifice  everything  to 
make  good  your  independence,  I  trust  you  will  not  press  your  chaims 
against  Britain  to  such  an  extent  as  to  make  peace  impossible^  tbat 
you  will  not  embarrass  my  title  to  tbe  fisheries  and  Canada;  and  that 
you  will  not  hazard  the  alliance  by  a  conflict  on  your  part  with  Spain 
as  to  your  western  boundaries.'' 

•Appendix  Dig.  Int..  Lftw,  2(1  cd. 

t  According  to  a  niomorandiim  of  Luzerno,  given  by  Sparks,  "Rayuoval's  visit  to 
England  has  had  no  other  object  than  to  acquire  light  as  to  the  true  intention  of  the 
English  ministry  indicated  in  the  overtures  whicli  they  had  made  to  us  in  an  indirect 
manner.  The  first  object  of  RaynevaVs  conforouco  was  the  independence  of  the 
United  States  and  the  sending  of  new  powers  to  Mr.  Oswald."    (78  Harvard  MSB.) 

The  instructions  to  Gerard,  when  about  to  Icavo  for  America,  are  given  in  3  Douiol, 
l^X  They  were  drafted  by  Raynoval,  but  wore  corrected  and  expanded  by  Ver- 
gcunos.  The  United  States  were  to  be  asked  to  agree  to  give  l-^lorida  to  Spain  in  case 
slio  should  come  into  the  alliance.  In  a  letter  from  Raynoval  to  Monroe,  of  November 
14,  1795,  he  declared  that  the  indopendonco  of  the  United  States  was,  by  his  instruc- 
tions, in  his  visit  to  Shelburne  in  178*2,  the  solo  object  for  which  ho  was  authorized 
to  treat,  and  that  he  was  enjoined  to  make  no  stipulatiuns  limiting  American  posses^ 
sious.  In  his  report  of  his  proceedings  to  Vergenues  (!l  Circourt,  42, 41)),  he  professes 
to  have  followed  his  instructions. 
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It  must  bo  roinonibcreil,  wbou  wo  consider  tbo  riglitfuiuess  of  Ver- 
goDues  using  bis  influenco  to  induco  tbo  TJuitod  States  not  to  mi^e  the 
surrender  by  Spain  of  tbe  Mississippi  Yalley  a  conditiou  of  peacO|  that 
tbe  stipulation  of  Franco  in  ber  treaty  witb  Spain  ns  to  Qibraltar  was  just 
as  stringent  as  ber  treaty  witb  tlio  United  States  as  to  independonce; 
and  tbat,  in  addition  to  tbis,  France  engaged,  in  ber  treaty  witb  Spain, 
to  use  every  effort  to  obtain  for  Spain,  Mhiorca,  Pensacola,  Mobile, 
and  tbe  Cainpeacby  coast.  Yergennes'  correspondence  sliows  tbat,  in 
acting  as  arbiter  between  Spain  and  tbe  United  States,  be  did  not  leiiu 
towards  Spain.  Ho  compelled  Spain  to  give  up  tlie  stipulation  as  to 
Gibraltar  and  to  moderate  ber  otlier  demands ;  wliile  be  told  tbe  United 
States  tliat  France  would  never  lay  down  arms  until  tbe  stipulation  of 
independence  was  satisfied.  It  must  also  be  remembered  tbat  when  be 
urged  tbe  United  States  not  to  make  peace  depend  upon  acquisition  of 
tbe  Mississippi  Valley,  be  w<as  sustained  by  Gouverneur  Morris  and  Jay 
(tbe  latter  being  President  of  Congress),  wbo  bold  tbat  at  tbat  time  tbe 
United  States  bad  territory  enougb.*  Nor,  once  more,  did  Vergonnes 
at  any  time  ask  tbat  Congress  sbould  surrender  its  title  to  tbe  Missis- 
sippi Valley.  All  lie  svsked  was  tbat  tbat  title  sbould  not  be  insisted 
on  ns  a  condition  of  general  pacification.  His  views  in  tbis  respect 
prevailed;  nor  did  tbe  United  States  tbereby  suffer.  From  tbo  nature 
of  tbings,  under  tbe  ordinary  laws  of  population,  tlie  Mississippi  Valley 
was  bound  to  belong  to  tbe  United  States.  Aside  from  tbis,  tbo  United 
States,  under  tbe  preliminaries  of  1782,  took  wbatever  title  Britain 
bad  to  tbat  valley;  and  eminent  Biitisb  statesmen,  witb  propbetic 
forecast,  did  not  besitate  to  say  tbat  it  would  be  far  better  for  tlie  in- 
terest of  England  to  liave  tbat  great  valley  tbrive  as  a*  new  and  impor- 
tant factor  in  commerce  under  tbe  active  bands  of  Anglo-Americans 
tban'  bave  it  continue  torpid  under  tbe  pall  of  Spain.  Nor  did  Ver- 
gennes,  wben  be  bad  tbe  opportunity  to  give  effectual  aid  to  Spain  in 
tbis  respect,  by  protesting  against  tbe  Britisb  cession  of  tbe  Missis- 
sippi to  tbe  United  States  in  tbo  preliminary  articles,  give  tbat  aid. 
From  Sparks  on  tbis  point  we  bave  tbe  following  statement,  wbicb  is 
borne  out  by  tbo  full  correspondence  now  before  us: 

*^  I  liavo  read  in  tlio  oHlco  of  foreign  nflairs  in  London  iho  conQdoutial  corre- 
Hpondenco  of  tbo  HriiiHli  niinifltcrs  with  their  eomniiRsionerB  for  nogoiiuilDg  pooco  in 
Paris.  I  have  also  road  in  tho  Froni'h  oOlco  of  foreign  affairs  tho  entire  correspondenco 
of  tlie  Count  do  Vergonnes,  during  iho  whole  war,  with  the  French  ministers  in  this 
country,  developing  the  policy  and  designs  of  tho  French  court  in  regard  to  tho  war 
and  the  objects  to  be  obtained  by  the  peace.  I  have,  moreover,  read  tho  instructions 
of  the  Count  do  Vergenncs  when  liayneval  went  to  London,  and  tho  correspondence 
which  passed  between  them  while  he  renuiiued  there,  containing  notes  of  conversa- 
tions with  Ijord  Shelburne,  on  the  one  i)art,  and  Count  do  Vrrgennes*  ox>inions  on 
the  other.  After  examining  tho  Hubject  with  aU  tho  care  and  accuracy  which  this 
moans  of  information  has  enabled  me  to  give  to  it,  I  am  jiropared  to  express  my  opin- 
ion that  Mr.  Jay  was  mistaken  both  in  reganl  to  the  aims  of  the  French  court  and 
tho  idans  pursued  by  them  to  gain  their  supposed  ends."    (8  Dij).  Corr.  Am.  Rev.,  209. ) 

•  8eo  IJaiicroft's  United  Stat^,  :iOr»;  ii//i7i,  $  80. 
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When  Fraiioe  was  notified  of  the  Big^ning  of  the  preliminary  articles, 
she  continued,  though  she  hnd  reasons  to  complain  of  the  mode  of  ne- 
gotiation, to  sustain  the  United  States  with  pecuniary  aid,  and  did  her 
best  to  satisfy  Spain  with  the  conditions  the  United  States  liad  ob- 
tained, derogatory  as  they  were  to  Spain.* 

Yergennes'  fidelity  to  his  engagements  to  America  in  respect  to  in- 
dependence was  put  tiO  a  final  test,  in  1783,  when  the  British  Govern- 
ment suggested  to  France  and  Spain  definitive  terms  of  peace  wliich 
would  exclude  America.  Fox  was  averse  to  making  the  preliminary 
articles  final,  holding  that  America,  at  the  best,  had  not  yet  a  permau 
ent  government  and  raigli  t  wai  t ;  and  it  was  even  intimateil  that  France, 
by  acceding  to  this  position,  would  obtain  better  terras  than  were  other- 
wise obtainable.  Spain,  whose  moody  dislike  of  Aineriran  independ- 
ence grew  with  time,  was  quite  ready  to  accede  to  this  view.  Vergennes 
might  readily  have  set  up  the  American  separate  pn^liminary  pacifica- 
tion of  1782  as  an  excuse  for  entering  into  a  l^^rench  separate  definite 
pacification  in  1783.  But  his  answer  was  emphatic  and  decisive.  <*  I 
will  not,"  so  he  substantially  said,  ^*  sign  any  definitii  treaty  of  peace 
unless  the  American  preliminaries  of  1782  are  made  final."  They  un- 
doubtedly gave  America  concessions  which  were  to  him  unexpectedly 
large.  But  these  concessions,  large  as  they  were  and  ]>rejudicial  as  they 
were  to  Spain,  he  insisted  on  in  1783  at  the  risk  of  renewal  of  the  want 

In  instructions  to  Luzerne  of  December  21,  1782,  Vorgonnes  R))euks  of  an  interview 
he  had  with  Franklin,  explanatory  of  tbo  ''irregularity''  involved  in  tbe  separate 
action  of  tbe  coramissionors  in  the  peace  negotiations.  According  to  Vergennes, 
Franklin  stated  tbat  tbo  coinuiisRionors  had  not  tlit;  sligbtent  intontioii  of  doing  any- 
thing in  derogation  of  their  ongsigeinents  to  Franco,  and  that  thoy  would  deeply 
deplore  any  diminution  thereby  of  the  regard  shown  tboni  by  the  king.  Vergennes 
speaks  of  tbe  interview  as  being  kindly  on  both  sides,  and  the  explanation  as  ac- 
cepted by  bim. 

Hid  fidelity  to  American  in-        t  54,  The  courso  of  reaaoiiiiiff  which  led  Ver- 

depenaence.  ^  o 

gennes  to  the  conclusion  tliat  the  independence 
of  the  United  States  must  bo  acknowledged  and  supported  has  been 
already  considered.^  Of  his  fidelity  to  tlie  pledge  made  by  him  not  to 
make  peivce  until  the  independence  of  the  United  States  was  acknowl 
edged  by  Britain  there  c^n  be  no  question.  France  resisted  every  i)os- 
sible  influence  brought  to  bear  on  her  to  desert  the  Colonies  and  to 
make  a  separate  peace.  It  must  at  the  same  time  be  remembered  that 
the  same  motives  of  policy  which  induced  Franco  to  enter  into  the  war 
operated  with  increased  strength  to  induce  her  to  continue  it  till  the 
Colonies  formed  an  independent  empire.  It  is  interesting  to  observe 
that  Chatham's  policy  of  peace  and  a  federal  union  with  the  Colonics 
was  opposed  by  both  George  III  and  Vergennes.  George  III  opposed 
it  with  obstinate  vigor,  partly  from  his  hatred  to  liberty,  partly  from  his 
hatred  to  Chatham,  and  ho  succeeded  in  defeating  it  in  Britain.    Ver- 

•  Infra,  $  109.         f  Seo  Bancroft's  Ilist.  of  Conatitu tiow,  GB.        \  S^pva, ^TSi. 
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gouues  opposed  it  because  it  would  make  Britain  irresistible  at  sea  and 
enable  lier  to  concentrate  her  forces  and  tliose  of  ber  reconciled  colonies 
against  France.  Tbat  tiie  United  States  would  bave  been  guilty  of  tbe 
perfidy  of  a  separate  peace  witb  Britain  could  not  be  readily  assumed; 
yet  in  tbe  war  of  tbe  Spanisb  succession  cases  of  sucb  perfidy  bad  oc- 
curred, and  Yergenues'  earnestness  in  stipulating  for  independence 
increased  proportionally  witb  the  danger  wbicb  would  accrue  to  France 
if  America  sbould  return  to  tlio  Britisb  fold.  Yet  tbis  sbould  not  make 
us  forget  tbat  tbe  cause  of  independence  was  supported  by  Yergeunes 
before  war  began  and  at  tbe  risk  of  war,  and^that  this  support  was 
continued  by  him  when  tbe  war  was  closing,  though  be  was  promised 
advantageous  terms  if  be  would  make  a  separate  peace  witb  Britain 
and  abandon  America  to  her  fate.  * 

^claS!'*"*"  **  Be«u»»r.        |  55,  rj^he  opisodc  of  Bcaumarchais,  which  will 

be  considered  in  detail  in  tbe  following  sections, 
was  a  survival  of  tbe  secret  diplomacy  of  Louis  XY,  for  a  short  time 
exercising  an  extraordinary  intliieiic.e  in  the  first  period  of  tbe  reign  of 
Louis  XYI.  Louis  XYI,  on  reaching  the  throne,  found  tbe  machinery 
of  secret  diplomacy  so  ingeniously  constructed  by  bis  predecessor  in  full 
operation ;  and,  as  we  will  see,  for  one  or  two  delicate  inquiries  at  the 
oatset  of  tbe  new  reign,  Beanmarchais,  who  of  all  the  diplomatists  of 
tlifti  peculiar  breed  was  tbe  most  adroit  and  fertile  in  expedients,  was 
well  fitted.  Hence  came  bis  employment,  and  from  bis  employment 
came  bis  suggestions,  full  of  brilliant  wit  and  effective  reasoning,  as  to 
America.  But  tlio  antagi)ni.sm  between  bim  and  Yergennes  was  loo 
marked  to  permit  sustained  |)oliti(;al  relationship;  and  when  Frank- 
lin entered  into  diplomatic  life  m  Paris  Beaumarcbais  ceased  to  take  • 
prominent  i)olitical  position.  And  oven  during  the  period  of  Beau- 
marcbais' greatest  activity  it  must  be  remembered  that  be  was  not 
technically  Yergennes'  subordinate.  It  was  one  of  tbe  peculiarities 
of  the  secret  diplomacy  of  Louis  XIY  and  Louis  XY,  as  depicted  by 
Broglid  in  bis  admirable  treatise  on  that  topic,  tbat  even  tbe  existence 
of  tbe  secret  agent  was  not  to  be  supposed  to  be  known  to  the  king's 


•  See  2  Doniol,  GO. 

The  diplomatic  corrosiioiKlciice  of  Vergcuuos  relative  to  America  in  1775  is  given 
at  large  in  Doniol'8  groat  work,  and  in  part  in  llio  appendix  to  the  FrencU  edition 
of  De  Witt's  JefTcrson  antt  Democracy,  :ind  an  abstract  of  the  same  correspondence 
is  given  in  tlio  finglinb  translation  of  tbe  same  work,  page  383^.  See  also  index, 
title  Vergonnes. 

Vergenues'  sincerity  is  illustrated  by  tbo  following  pa8sa<;e  from  a  conGdeutial  let- 
ter to  bim  of  Jaunary  11,  1782,  by  Montniorin,  Frencb  minister  at  Madrid  : 

"That  wbicb  I  believe  indispenHabIc  is  io  lose  no  occasion  of  inculcating  on  Spain 
tbat  we  can  not  consent  to  peace  without  tbo  e^tabli^bment  of  the  indepeudenoe  of 
the  United  States.  There  wiU  lie  tbo  great  difHcuKy  when  tbe  time  shall  come  for 
serious  negotiation,  and  I  bave  no  doubt  Spain  will  see  witb  chagrin  thoir  inde- 
pendence ostabUshed.''  (1  Bancroft's  Hist,  of  Constitution,  290,  whore  other  papers 
^to  the  same  eflfcct  are  given.) 
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ostensible  miuistcrs.  *  This  was  not  the  ciiso  willi  Bcaamarchais;  but 
at  the  same  time  Bcaumarchais'  politiciU  iiifluerico  ceased,  as  we  will 
see,  when,  on  the  arrival  of  Franklin,  Vergennes,  with  Franklin's  aid, 
took  control  of  Anglo-American  diplomacy, 

^tlSSSuSl!''^"*"*'*'^'        *  ^^-   Beaunmrchais,   as   a   dramatist,  while 

equal  to  Sheridan  in  wit  and  knowlodfte  of 
stage  efTect,  produced  in  the  Marriage  of  Figaro,  exposing  the  wrongs 
and  absurdities  of  the  old  regime,  a  political  and  moral  result  which 
Sheridan's  dramas  did  not  even  attempt.  Bcaumarchais  also,  in  his 
controversy  with  regard  to  the  Maupcou  Parliament,  published  pam- 
phlets rivaled  in  polemic  literature  only  by  Swift's  **  Draper  Letters," 
and,  like  Swift,  he  was  able  to  address  a  ministry  in  terms  of  free  and 
vivid  argument  which  compelled  a  hearing,  if  not  assent.  Ue  may  have 
been  as  trifling  as  Scarron  in  social  life,  but  in  political  intrigue  he  had 
the  subtle  tact  of  Talleyrand.  He  had  a  prophetic  power  which  fovr 
statesmen  of  his  day  possessed.  He  exposed  in  the  Marriage  of  Figaro 
the  crater  over  which  France  was  then  suspended.  He  was  the  first 
political  writer  of  his  day  to  develop  in  popular  terms  the  position  that 
it  was  through  America  that  the  balance  of  European  power  was  to  be 
adjusted.  Nor  were  his  powers  simply  speculative.  For  nearly  a  year 
prior  to  the  arrival  of  Franklin  he  was  the  exclusive  business  agent 
under  whose  sui)erintendeuce  supplies  were  sent  to  Auierica,  and  by 
these  supplies  the  American  armies  received  materials  without  which 
they  could  not  have  at  the  time  maintained  themselves  in  the  Held. 

Oi^ntonf!  of  M»rtin  anil  Oui         §  57.  Martiu,  ill  his  Ilistory  of  the  Decline  of 

the  French  Monarchy,  thus  writes : 

"The  French  Govornmeut,  which  folt  the  hhuit  of  war  whiHtliiij^  about  it,  and 
which  dreaded  this  war,  was  a  prey  to  lively  anxicfcipH.  Piihlic  opinion  bore  upon  it 
forcibly.  Counsels  and  incileuK?!!^  came  to  it  from  nil  n'uIor.  Among  the  nnniorous 
memorialH  addressed  to  the  king  by  private  individuals  we  remark  two  written  by  a 
man  of  ardent  and  daring  mind,  of  restless  and  stormy  renown,  of  (pioRtionable  char- 
actor,  and  of  prodigious  activity — that  Beanmarcliais,  who  was  to  some  only  a  dan- 
gerous iotrigner,  snspcclod  of  protended  crimes,  and  to  others — to  the  majority — the 
heir  presumptive  of  Voltaire  and  the  Rucccssful  conqueror  of  the  Maupcou  Parliament. 
Employed  by  Louis  XV  in  the  secret  diplomacy,  ho  had  nuim  reus  relations  with  the 
different  English  parties,  and  was  allied  at  once  with  one  of  the  ministers  and  with 
the  demagogne  Wilkes.  In  his  first  memorial  (September  21,  177.5)  he  exaggerated 
the  internal  perils  of  England,  which  ho  depicted  as  on  the  eve  of  revolution.  Poli- 
ticians have  often  fallen  into  this  delusion  at  the  sight  of  disturbances  which  would 
suffice  to  overthrow  other  governments,  but  which  here  produce  only  a  momentary 
commotion,  owing  to  the  habits  of  legal  order  and  thesaf(*ty-valves  open  to  thoebul. 
lition  of  popular  feeling.  Beaumarchais  saw  more  clearly  concerning  America,  which 
he  declared  lost  to  the  mother  country.  In  the  second  memorial  (February  29,  177G) 
he  songht  to  demonstrate  the  necessity  of  succoring  the  Americans  if  it  was  desired 
to  save  the  French  West  Indies,  and  even  to  preserve  peace.  Victorious,  England 
won  Id  fall  back  on  our  islands;  vanquished,  she  would  make  the  snme  attempt  to 

*  See  iw/ra,  $  59. 
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inclouinify  horeolf  for  iior  loasee.  Should  the  parliamentary  oppositioD  proTail  Mid 
reconcile  the  two  Englnuds,  they  would  unite  against  ns.  It  was  only  possible  to 
preserve  peace  between  Prance  and  England  by  preventing  peace  between  England 
and  America,  nnd  counterbalancing  the  forces  of  both  parties  by  secret  aid  to  the 
Americans.  lie  proposed  to  succor  America  through  the  medium  of  private  Individ- 
ualSy  who  were  to  bo  pledged  to  secrecy. 

"  The  minister  of  foreign  affairs  (Yergennes)  hesitated  long ;  the  king  and  Mamepas 
still  longer.  The  annoyances  and  acts  of  violence  of  the  English  navy  towards  onr 
shipping  caused  lleanmarchais,  who  wrote  letter  after  letter  to  the  king  and  minis- 
ter, to  gain  gronnd.'"* 

Guizot  (1870)  writes  as  follows : 

"  Peter  Augustiu  Caron  de  Beaumarchais,  born  at  Paris  on  the  SMth  of  January, 
IT^K!,  son  of  a  clock-maker,  had  already  acquired  a  certain  celebrity  by  his  lawsuit 
against  Conncillor  Goezman  before  the  parliament  of  Paris.  Accused  of  having 
defamed  the  wife  of  a  Jndge,  after  having  fruitlessly  attempted  to  seduce  her.  Bean- 
marchais  succeeded,  by  dint  of  courage,  talent,  and  wit,  in  holding  his  own  against 
the  whole  magistracy  len(]^ned  against  him.  He  boldly  appealed  to  public  opinion. 
'I  am  a  citizen,'  he  said ;  '  that  is  to  say,  I  am  not  a  courtier,  or  an  abb6,  or  a  noble- 
man, or  a  financier,  or  a  favorite,  nor  anything  connected  with  what  is  called  infla- 
once  (puissance)  nowadays.  I  am  a  citizen;  tliat  is  to  say,  something  quite  new, 
unknown,  unheard  of  in  France.  I  am  a  citizen ;  that  is  to  say,  what  you  ought  to 
have  been  for  the  Inst  two  hundred  years;  what  yon  will  be  perhaps  in  twenty!' 
All  the  spirit  of  Mie  French  revolution  was  here  in  those  most  legitimate  and  at  the 
same  time  most  daring  aspirations  of  his.  % 

"French  citizen,  ns  he  proclaimed  himself  to  bo,  Beaumarehais  was  quite  smitten 
with  the  American  citizens;  he  had  for  a  long  time  been  pleading  their  cause,  sure, 
he  said,  of  its  ultimate  triumph.  On  the  10th  of  January,  1776,  three  weeks  before  the 
declaration  of  indopondcnco  [ate],  M.  de  Yergennes  secretly  remitted  a  million  to  M. 
de  Beaumarehais ;  two  months  later  the  same  sum  was  intrusted  to  him  in  the  name  of 
the  king  of  Spain.  Beaumarehais  alone  was  to  appear  in  the  affair,  and  to  supply 
the  insurgent  Americans  with  arms  and  ammunition.  'Yon  will  found,'  hehiul  been 
told,  '  a  groat  commercial  house,  and  yon  will  try  to  draw  into  the  money  of  private 
individuals.  The  first  outlay  being  now  provided,  we  shall  have  no  further  hand  in 
it;  tlin  affair  would  conipromiRo  the  government  too  much  in  the  eyes  of  the  English.' 
It  was  under  the  style  and  title  of  Rodrigo  Hortalez  &  Co.  that  the  first  installment 
of  supplies,  to  the  extent  of  more  than  throe  millions,  was  forwarded  to  the  Amer- 
icans; and  notwithstanding  the  hesitation  of  the  ministry  and  the  rage  of  the  Eng- 
lish, other  installments  soon  followed.  Beaumarehais  was  henceferth  personally  in- 
terested in  the  enterprise ;  he  had  commenced  it  from  zeal  for  the  American  cause  and 
from  that  yearning  for  activity  and  initiative  which  characterized  him  even  in  old 
age.  'I  should  never  have  succeeded  in  fulfilling  my  mission  here  without  the  inde- 
fatigable, intelligent,  and  generous  efibrts  of  M.  de  Beaumarehais,'  wrote  Silas  Doane 
to  the  secret  committee  of  Congress.  *  The  United  States  are  more  indebted  to  him 
on  every  account  than  to  any  other  person  on  this  side  of  the  ocean.' "t 

Opinions  of  Loni6nio.  i>onioi,        5  53.  In   Loiii^iiie's  Beauinarcbais    and    His 

nnd  SU116.  ' 

Times  (1855),  a  work  which  won  for  tlie  autlior 
a  scat  in  the  French  Acjwloniy,  wo  have  the  following: 

''The  French  ambasHador  at  London  was  then  the  Count  (afterwards  the  Dnke)  de 
Quines,  a  man  of  wit  and  ]dea8ure,  but  of  very  ordinary  capacity,  whose  information, 

*2  Martin's  History  of  the  Decline  of  the  French  Monarchy,  373,  Booth's  translation.) 
t5  Guizot's  History  of  France,  372,  English  translation.     See  also  criticism  by  Front 
de  Fontx)ertius  in  his  work,  Les  Ultats-Unis,  298. 
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derived  a«  it  was  from  the  English  ministers  and  accepted  without  being  verified, 
inspired  but  little  oonlideuoe.  Hence  it  was  necessary,  for  the  French  Government 
to  have  recourse  to  every  source  of  information  and  to  scud  various  agents  to  Lon- 
don. Beaumarchais,  iis  was  his  custom,  put  liimself  forward;  he  had  given  satis- 
faction by  the  skill  with  which  he  had  treated  the  affair  of  d'Kon's  papers,  which 
had  heou  standing  over  several  years.  This  atfair,  not  being  yet  completely  termi- 
nated, presented  a  natural  pretext  for  sending  him  to  London,  where  he  had  the 
advantage  of  being  iutimnte  at  the  same  time  with  the  most  ox^msite  parties.  It  will 
be  remembered  that  ten  years  ]>reviously,  in  the  course  of  Jiis  residence  in  Spain,  ho 
had  been  the  favorite  of  Lord  Kochford,  who  was  then  ambassador  at  Madrid  and  a 
great  musical  amateur.  Beanmarchais  used  to  sing  duets  with  him,  and  had  always 
kept  op  his  intimacy  with  bim  as  much  as  possible.  Now  in  1775  Lord  Rochford  hap- 
pened to  be  minister  of  foreign  affairs  in  Lord  North*s  cabinet,  and  Lord  Rochford  was 
not  a  model  of  discretion,  to  judge  by  the  following  Hues  which  I  extract  from  a  dis- 
patch wherein  M.  de  Vergennes characterizes  the  English  minister  with  his  prudent  and 
calm  manner:  *  If,'  he  writes,  *  the  idea  we  have  formed  of  Lord  Rochford  is  correct,  it 
can  not  be  difBcuIt  to  make  him  say  more  than  he  intends.'  Beanmarchais,  in  fact, 
know  very  easily  how  to  make  Lord  Rochford  speak  out.  It  is  true  that  this  minister 
was  replaced  at  the  end  of  1775,  but  he  always  remained  a  very  influential  man,  living 
on  terms  of  intimacy  with  George  III,  and  consequently  well  worth  listening  to.''* 

Doiiiol  (1886),  aulike  tbosoof  bis  predecessora  who  discuss  tbis  portion 
of  Frencb  bistory,  does  not  pause  to  dilate  ou  Bcauiiiarcbais'  pei-soual 
cbaracteristics.  To  biniBeaumarchais  is  a  political  ageot,  distiuguisbed 
first  for  bis  shrewdness  in  picking  up  in  Jjoudoii  tbe  secrets  of  Eugiisb 
IK>licy,  and  afterwards  for  bis  boldness  and  vivacity  in  presenting  to  tbe 
Frencb  kin^:  appeals  calculated  to  strengtben  tbe  views  of  intervention 
which  Vergennes  bad  already  adopted.  Beaninarcbais,  so  Doniolsays, 
was  able,  wben  in  Loudon  in  1775,  not  only  to  bave  access  to  leading 
members  of  tbe  opposition,  but  tlirougb  bis  iutiuuicy  with  Lord  Kocb- 
ford,  whom  be  visited  as  an  old  convivial  friend,  to  gather  secret  details 
iis  to  tbe  ministerial  policy.t  In  tbis  way,  accordiug  to  Doniol,  tbe 
Frencb  Government  succeeded,  tbrougb  Beauinarchais,  in  obtaining, 
preseuted  in  tbe  most  vivid  form,  information  of  t lie  inner  workings  of 
Bnglisb  politics,  of  which  tbrougb  Guines,  tbe  resident  ambassador,  it 
learned  only  tbe  outer  appearances. 

Of  Beaumarcbais  an  accomplished  American  writer  J  says: 

"He  was  the  greatest  dramatic  author  of  his  day,  in  tlic  aeiiso  that  he  wrote  a  com- 
edy (Le  Manage  de  Figaro),  which  did  more  to  open  mcnV  eyes  to  the  inoiiHtrous  evils 
of  the  government  under  which  thoy  lived  than  any  other  literary  work  of  the  time. 
He  was.  hosides,  a  secret  diplomatic  agent,  employc<l  hy  two  kings  of  Franco  in  nego- 
tiations of  the  utmost  delicacy,  which,  in  order  that  llicy  might  roach  a  successful 
issue,  required  that  ahsoluto  confidence  and  trust  should  bo  i>laced  in  his  secrecy  and 
honor  (a  trust  which,  wo  ought  to  say,  seems  never  to  have  beeu  niispljicod).  He  was 
the  hero  of  nmny  lawsuits,  which,  owing  to  their  connection  with  the  general  i)oli- 
tics  of  the  time  and  to  the  brilliant  way  ho  managed  thoni,  gave  him  a  European 
reputation;  yet  he  had  been  condemned  by  the  parlcmcnt  do  Piiris  to  an  infamous 
punishment  for  having  produced  in  one  of  theso  lawsuits  a  receipt  or  discharge  of  a 

*  3  Lom^nie's  Beanmarchais  and  His  Times,  106,  English  translation. 

1 1  Doniol,  133. 

i  C.  J.  8till6,  LL.D.,  2  Penn.  Mug.  of  Anier.  History,  1. 
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debt  which  that  court  had  pronoanced  sapposititions;  while  by  his  keen  satire  of 
existing  abases  lie  was  thonght  by  not  a  few,  including  the  king,  to  be  really  under- 
mining the  foundations  of  the  throne  which  he  was  professing  to  serve.  To  many  bo 
seems  only  a  vain,  over  active,  onsorupulous  intriguer,  employing  without  heoitatiou 
lying  and  mysti Avation  whenever  necessary  to  accomplish  his  object,  which  is  oasamcd 
to  have  always  been  his  self-advancement  and  the  gratification  of  an  inordinate  van- 
ity for  making  himself  talked  of.  By  others  he  is  thought  chiefly  reeponsible  for  tho 
success  of  two  revolutions — that  of  Franco,  by  holding  up  in  the  full  light  of  day 
before  the  average  Frenchman  monstrous  evils  which  had  never  before  been  so  vividly 
portrayed,  and  that  of  America,  by  the  energy  which  he  exhibited  in  supplying  as 
with  arms  and  clothing  for  an  army  of  twenty-five  thousand  men;  supplies  which, 
wemnstadmit,  were  essential  to  our  militarysuccessagaiiistQreat  Britain.  In  France, 
in  the  highly  feverish  condition  of  things  which  existed  Just  before  the  outbreak  of 
tho  revolution,  ho  was  undoubtedly  one  of  the  foremost  leaders  of  pnblio  opinion, 
his  denunciation  of  practical  abuses,  which  every  one  recognized,  reaching  classes  of 
the  pcox>le  wholly  nnaffected  by  the  humaoitarlan  doctrines  of  Diderot  and  Ronsseaa; 
and  for  his  aid  to  Amevica  in  the  hour  of  her  sorest  need,  whatever  may  have  been 
his  motive  or  however  questionable  maj'  have  been  some  of  his  proceedings,  we 
should  never  cease  to  be  x>rofoundly  grateful.'' 

"^^iSmHtaJt**"  *'  *  '**^*'  *"*        5  ^^'  '^^^  employment  in  this  miAsion  of  Bean- 

marchais,  a  play-writer  and  a  man  of  by  no  means 
Bcclate  political  anteccilont-s,  has  been  sometimes  rcgardecl  as  showing 
somctbiug  like  levity  in'  the  French  ministry  when  considering  so 
grave  a  question  as  that  of  alliance  with  the  American  insurgents. 
But.  play- writing  gifts  can  not  be  cited  as  a  bar  to  the  political  pro- 
motion  of  Beaumarchais.  Oowley,  the  author  of  Love's  Riddle  and  of 
the  singularly  grotesque  Naufragium  Joculare,  was  sent  by  Charles  I 
to  Paris  in  1646  as  secret  adviser  and  secretary  to  the  queen  at  that 
most  critical  era;  Prior,  the  author  of  the  burlesque  City  Mouse  and 
Country  Mouse,  was  ambassador  at  Paris  in  1712;  Slicridan,  who  was 
at  an  important  crisis  confidential  adviser  of  the  Prince  of  Wales,  who 
took  i)art,  as  we  will  see,  in  thedii)lomatic  correspondence  preceding  the 
preliminaries  of  1782,  and  who  surpassed  Beaumarchais  in  social  reck- 
lessness, was  the  author  of  the  School  for  Scandal.  Burgoyne  was  the 
author  of  volumes  of  plays,  and  was  conspicuous,  long  before  he  took 
tho  field  in  America  in  1777,  as  a  leading  theatrical  amateur.  Cumber- 
land, who  went  as  special  secret  envoy  to  Spain  in  1780,  and  whose  in- 
trigues when  there  so  much  puzzled  Carmichael  and  Jay,  was  at  Lis 
appointment  known  almost  exclusively  as  a  dramatist  of  singular  fecun- 
dity. If  Beaumarchais'  early  life  was  Bohemian,  and  his  early  writings 
were  sometimes  tawdry  and  deficient  in  taste,  the  same  may  be  said  of 
Disraeli.  But  of  Beaumarchais  it  may  certainly  be  said  that  whatever 
may  have  been  the  character  of  his  early  adventures  and  publications, 
he  brought  proof,  at  the  time  he  became  the  confidential  agent  of  the 
French  Government  in  1776,  of  the  most  consummate  skill  and  inde- 
fatigable energy  in  the  management  of  secret  diplomacy  in  the  various 
ramifications  it  then  assumed.  And  wo  must  remember  that  under  the 
remarkable  system  inaugurated  by  Ijouis  XIV  and  carried  to  its  com-^ 
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plete  developmont  by  Louis  XV,  it  was  by  secret  as  distiuguislied  from 
ostensible  diplomacy  that  the  politics  of  Europe  were  tlien  worked. 
The  secret  i)olitical  diplomatist  was  particularly  contrasted  with  the 
ostensible  diplomatist  in  this :  That  while  the  latter,  who  had  little  dis- 
cretionary power,  exhibited  himself  iii  but  oue  attitude,  that  of  the 
stately  envoy  representing  liis  sovereign  with  profuse  courtesy  to  tbe 
court  to  which  he  was  sent,  the  former,  the  secret  diplomatist,  was  from 
tbo  nature  of  things  protean  in  his  character,  and  often,  if  not  hiding 
bis  powers  nndcr  the  guise  of  a  merchant,  using  a  merchant's  facilities 
as  the  means  by  which  these  powers  were  to  be  exercised.    It  is  for 
ibis  reason  that,  while  ostensible  diplomacy  was  prancing  without  ml- 
vancing,  to  adopt  Tallyrand's  description,  secret  diplomacy,  at  least  in 
this  matter  of  approaches  to  America,  was  advancing  without  prancing. 
All  that  was  observed  of  French-  diplomacy  in  England  was  the  parade 
coortesy  of  Guines,  the  avowed  ambassador.    That  which  operated 
effectively  was  the  private  information  collected  and  reported  by  Beau- 
marcbais,  the  secret  diplomatist.* 

BcpOTtB  M  to  Amerkw.        |  (K).  It  was  to  Beaumarcliais,  according  to  Doniol,f 

that  the  acquiescence  of  Louis  XVI  in  Yergenncs' 
policy  of  aid  to  the  colonises  was  due.  Two  months,  he  tells  us,  after 
his  departure  for  London,  at  the  end  of  Noveml)er,  1775,  and  again  on 
January  1, 1770,  Beaumarcliais  returned  to  Paris,  and  addressed  to  Yer* 
gennes  appeals  for  action  as  vigorous  as  they  were  vivid.  These  letters^ 
with  a  detailed  report  now  not  to  be  found,  were  presented  by  Yergenues 
to  the  king  on  January  22,  177G,  and,  together  with  papers  coming  in 
at  the  same  time  showing  Guines'  Anglican  tendencies,  led  to  Guines' 
recall.  His  successor  was  to  be  Noailles,  who  was  not  to  leave  France 
for  six  months,  the  legation  remaining  in  the  mean  time  in  the  hands 
of  Gamier,  who  was  devoted  to  Yergenues.  It  was  on  the  information 
obtained  through  Beauuiarchais,  however,  that  the  ministry  chiefly 
relied  in  discussing  the  questiou  of  its  duty  in  the  Amcriciin  contest. 
But,  according  to  Doniol,  it  was  by  his  memorial  entitled  La  Paix  on 
la  Guerre,  addressed  ^^au  lioi  scul,"  that  Louis'  repugnance  to  inter- 
I)08ition  was  overcome.  This  memorial  is  reprinted  by  Doniol,  and  no 
one  cub  read  it  without  regarding  it  as,  for  its  purpose,  oue  of  the 
most  iwwerful  political  papers  ever  prepared. 

itoderiqiio  nortaios  &  Oo.  §  01.  Tlic  Kodcriquc  Uortalez  scheme,  so  far  as 

sanctioned  by  the  French  ministry,  was  this :  A 
mercantile  house  (really  Beanniarchais,  nominally  Hortalez  Sc  Co.)  was 
to  be  started  in  Paris,  for  the  purpose  of  ^*  selling"  to  the  Colonies  mili- 
tary sappliea  which  France  could  not,  without  open  breach  of  neutral- 
ity, furnish  in  her  own  name.    To  encourage  this  enterprise  France 

*  Aa  to  BeaiiinavoliaiSy  seo  fiirlhor  7  Wiimor's  NnrnitivcN,  etc.,  *Z7.  1 1  Doniol,  251. 
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aud  Spain  each  gave  to  tho  ^'  mercantile  house  "  one  million  of  franc8| 
while  the  '^  house''  was  to  be  permitted  to  purchase  on  nnlimited  credit 
military  stores  to  be  forwarded  to  Congress.*  On  the  face  of  this  trans- 
action there  was,  according  to  the  principles  of  international  law  now 
established,  no  breach  of  neutrality.  The  subjects  of  a  neutral  power 
have' the  right  (subject  to  the  chance  of  seizure  as  contraband)  to  sell 
to  a  belligerent  military  stores  without  involving  their  sovereign  in  a 
broach  of  neutrality ;  and  there  is  no  necessary  breach  of  neutrality 
involved  in  subsidies  being  granted  by  sovereigns  to  a  house  engaged 
in  tho  manufacture  or  purchase  of  such  stores,  provided  this  be  not  for 
the  purpose  of  taking  part  in  a  war  between  belligerents  with  whom 
such  sovereign  is  at  peace. 

It  was  to  establish  an  agency  by  which  supplies  could  be  forwarded 
to  America  under  the  above  limitations  that  the  genius  of  Beanmarchais 
was  next  turned. 

A  firm,  under  the  title  of  Boderique  Hortalez  &  Co.,  was  to  be  organ- 
ized for  the  purpose  of  buying  and  selling  military  stores. 

The  Hotel  de  Holland,  which  was  selected  as  the  office  of  the  firm, 
was  an  imposing  structure,  in  striking  contrast  to  tho  plain  and  unpreten- 
tious edifices  in  which  great  European  bankers  were  then  and  still  are 
accustomed  to  do  business.  The  Hotel  de  Holland  had  been  erected  by 
the  Dutch  Republic,  in  one  of  its  intervals  of  pacification  with  Louis 
XIY,  as  the  residence  of  their  minister  at  the  French  court;  but  for 
many  years  it  had  remained  untenanted.  In  August,  1776,  however,  it 
displayed  the  name  of '^Roderique  Hortalez  &  Co.,"  and  clerks  and  serv- 
ants who  occupied  it  declared  that  Boderique  Hortalez  was  a  great 
Spanish  banker.  In  the  counting-room,  however,  he  could  never  be 
found ;  but  it  was  easy  to  find  Beanmarchais  there  whenever  a  confi- 
dential inquiry  was  made  or  a  confidential  direction  given.  His  secrecy 
in  prior  clandestine  employments  had  been,  it  was  supposed,  well  tested; 
and  it  may  have  been  naturally  inferred  that  to  Lord  Stormont  the 
very  employment  of  a  man  so  volatile  and  so  without  known  business 
experience  would  have  appeared  conclusive  of  the  political  unreality  of 
the  whole  enterprise. t 

*  As  to  the  qaestion  of  international  law  inyolved,  see  infra,  $  100  jf. ;  ae  to  Ver* 
genues'  "  duplicity/'  see  $upray  $  52. 

i  See  2  Parton's  Franklin,  168  ff,f  for  an  entertaining  sketch  of  Boanmarchais  as  a 
morcliant. 

**  noaumarchais/'  says  his  biographer  (Lomdnie),  ''  was  told  that  the  operation 
must  essentially,  in  tho  eyes  of  tho  English  Government  and  even  in  the  eyes  of  the 
Americans,  have  tho  appearance  of  an  individual  speculation,  to  which  the  Freneh 
ministers  are  strangers.  That  it  may  be  so  in  appearance,  it  must  also  be  so  to  a 
certain  point  in  reality.  We  will  give  a  million  secretly;  we  will  try  to  induce  the 
court  of  Spain  to  unite  with  us  in  this  affair,  and  supply  you  on  its  side  with  an  cqua/ 
sum ;  with  these  two  millions  and  the  co-operation  of  individuals  who  will  be  williDg 
to  take  part  in  your  enterprise,  you  will  be  able  to  found  a  large  house  of  oomoieroe, 
and  at  your  own  risk  can  supply  America  with  arms,  ammunition,  articles  of  equip, 
ment,  and  all  other  articles  necessary  for  keeping  up  the  war.    Our  arsenals  will  give 
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^%2iJ"iW^^^°w       5  ^^-  ^®  ^^  whether  the  supplies  received  by 
his  own  Moooai.  Oougress  froiD  BeaoDiarchais  were  sent  on  his 

own  accoant  or  on  that  of  France,  Congress  had 
some  reason  to  be  in  doubt.    Arthur  Lee,  as  we  have  seen,  took  the 

ground  that  the  supplies  were  sent  gratuitously  by  France,*  while 

■ 

yoQ  Anns  And  ammanition,  but  you  sball  replace  tlioiD  or  shnll  pay  for  tbem.  You  sball 
ask  for  no  money  from  tbe  Americans,  as  ibey  have  none ;  but  yon  sball  ask  tbem  for 
returns  in  products  of  tbeir  soil,  and  we  will  belp  you  to  got  rid  of  tbem  in  tbis  coun- 
try;  while  you  sball  f(rant  tbem,  on  your  side,  every  facility  possible.  In  a  word, 
iho  operation,  after  being  secretly  supported  by  us  in  tbo  commencement,  must  after- 
wards feed  and  support  itself;  but,  on  tbe  otbor  side,  a%  we  reserve  to  ourselves  the 
right  of  favoring  or  discouraging  it,  according  io  tbo  requirements  of  our  policy,  you 
shall  render  us  an  account  of  your  profits  and  your  losses,  aud  we  will  Judgo  wbetber 
we  are  to  accord  you  fresh  assistance  or  give  you  an  acquittal  for  tbe  sums  previously 
granted."    (3  Lom^nie's  Beaumarcbais,  and  His  Times,  137.) 

In  Beamarohais^  memorial  to  Vorgennes  of  February  29, 1776,  is  tbe  following : 

"If  it  be  replied  that  we  can  not  assist  tbe  Americans  witbont  wounding  England 
and  without  drawing  upon  us  the  storm  which  I  wish  to  keep  off,  I  reply  in  my  turn 
that  this  danger  will  not  bo  incurred  if  tbe  plan  I  have  so  many  times  proposed  be 
followed — that  of  secretly  assisting  tbo  Americans  witbont  compromising  ourselves; 
imposing  upon  them,  as  a  first  condition,  that  tboy  sball  never  send  any  prizes  into  our 
ports  and  never  commit  any  act  which  shall  tend  to  divulge  tbo  secret  of  tbo  assist- 
ance, which  the  first  indiscretion  on  tbo  part  of  Congress  would  cause  it  instantly  to 
lose.  And  if  your  majesty  has  not  at  hand  a  moro  clever  man  to  employ  in  tbe  mat- 
ter, I  nndertake  and  answer  for  tbe  execution  of  the  treaty  without  any  ono  being  com- 
promised, persuaded  that  my  zeal  will  supply  my  want  of  talent  better  than  the  talent 
of  another  man  could  replace  my  zeal."  (3  Lorain ie's  Beaumarcbais  and  His  Times, 
122.) 

The  correspondence  in  1776  between  Beaumarcbais  and  Vcrgennes  is  given  in  full 
in2Doniol,  89/. 

Deane's  letter  of  December  2, 1776,  to  Aranda,  announcing  the  Declaration  of  Inde- 
pendence, as  translated  by  Beanniarobais  and  then  forwarded  to  Ycrgcuues,  is  given 
in  2  Doniol,  91. 

Of  tbe  results  of  Beaumarcbais'  agency  Henri  Martin  thus  speaks : 

"Tbe  personal  favor  of  Beaumarclmis  with  Manropiis,  whoso  senile  frivolity  he 
charmed,'  did  more,  perhaps,  than  the  bcHt  ronMons  of  state.    A  million  livres  was 
secretly  given  to  Beaumarcbais  to  oRtablisli  a  coroinnrcinl  house  for  the  purpose  of 
supplying  America  with. arms,  munitions,  and  military  equipments,     fin  a  note  it  is 
said :  "This  was  a  secret  eveif  to  the  Americans.    According  to  a  letter  from  M.  de 
Vergennes  to  the  king,  May  2,  1776  (sco  7  Flossans,  149),  direct  pecuniary  assistance 
was  transmitted  to  Congress  under  cover  of  some  ono  by  iho  uamo  of  Montaudoin.''] 
Tbe  arsenals  were  to  bo  open  to  this  house ;  but  it  was  bound  to  replace  or  to  pay  for 
the  articles  delivered  to  it.    Tho  Americans  wore  to  repay  theso  advances  in  produce, 
with  tbe  necessary  time  and  facilities.     (Juno,  177G)  Bcanmarchais  obtained  a  second 
million  (rom  tbe  Spanish  Oovernmcnt  on  tliu  rcconimcndation  of  ilio  cabinet  of  Ver- 
sailles, and  three  millions  moro  from  tho  ship-owners  with  whom  ho  was  associated,  and 
launched  into  an  enterprise  in  which  t  ho  lover  of  progress  and  tho  sympathizer  blended 
strangely  in  him  with  the  speculator.     Ho  loved  ovcrything— renown,  money,  phi- 
losophy, pleasure,  and  noise  above  all  el80.     Other  commercial  houses  were  likewise 
assisted  with  money  for  tho  same  pnrposo.    The  American  agent,  Silas  Deane,  who 
had  arrived  meanwhile  at  Paris,  was  officialhj  rcfuHcd  Mio  two  liundred  cannon  aud 
the  arms  and  equipments  for  tweuty-flve  thousand  meu  which  be  solicited  from 

*  See,  however,  as  to  this  tn/ra,  $  142. 
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Fraukliu  aud  Deauo  iusisted  that  Beauinarcbais  sold  tkoiu  ou  bis  own 
accouuty  as  would  auy  other  private  inerchant.  But,  aside  from  the 
authority  of  Arthur  Lee,  there  was  somothiug  iu  the  character  of  Beau- 
marchais  and  iu  the  papers  he  sent  to  Congress  which  may  excuse  its 
members  from  suspecting  that  the  transaction  was  not  of  a  business 
type.    They  must,  for  instance,  have  looked  with  puzzled  eyes  on  the 

France,  but  was  $emi-officially  referred  to  Beaumarcbais,  wbo  procui-ed  overyUiing, 
evea  to  artillery  and  engineering  officers,  witb  tbo  cannon,  to  aid  the  Americans  ia 
making  use  of  them.  Among  the  officers  of  different  arras  of  the  service  wbo  enlisted 
through  this  medium  are  remarked  tLe  names  of  Casimer  Pulaski,  the  Polish  hero, 
and  La  Ronarie,  who  was  afterwards  the  first  organizer  of  the  countor-rovolution- 
ary  insurrection  of  La  Vendue."  (2  Martin's  Decline  of  French  Monarchy,  376,  Booth's 
translation.) 

Mr.  Partou  estimates  that  Beaumarchais,  witbin  twelve  months  from  the  beginning 
of  his  duties,  "  succeeded  in  dispatching  to  America  eight  ship-loads  of  warlike 
stores,  valued  by  himself  at  more  than  six  million  of  francs.  The  capital  which  en- 
abled him  to  actiieve  tbis  great  result  was  composed,  first,  of  the  million  received 
from  the  French  treasury  in  June  1776 ;  secondly,  the  million  irrauted  by  the  Spanish 
Qovernment,  which  Beaumarchais  received  in  September  of  the  sumo  year;  thirdly, 
another  million  from  the  treasury  of  Franco  iu  1777.  Tlie  stores  taken  from  tbe 
royal  arsenal  were  equivalent, 'perhaps,  to  a  fourth  million,  and  tbo  rest  may  have 
been  furnished  by  friends  and  speculators."    (2  Partoii's  Franklin,  1196.) 

"A  letter  from  M.  do  Yergennes  to  Louis  XVI,  a  letter  from  Louis  XVI  to  the  King 
of  Spain,  published  in  M.  do  Flassan's  Histoiro  do  la  Diplomatic  Fran^aise,  and  some 
otber  documents  found  among  Beaumarchais'  papers,  induce  me  to  tbink  that  dif- 
ferent merchants  did  in  fact  receive  subventions  like  Beanmarchais,  and  for  the  same 
end."    (3Lom6nie'8  Beanmarchais  and  His  Times,  130.) 

Tbo  correspondence  given  by  Lom6nio  shows  that,  to  state  I^omdnio's  conclusion, 
**  in  granting  secret  aid  to  the  commercial  company  founded  by  Beaumarchais,  M.  do 
Yergennes  did  not  intend  that  the  operations  of  this  house  should  have  only  a  fictitious 
commercial  character.  It  provce,  in  fine,  that  there  was  an  intention  of  assisting 
several  real  merchants ;  it  also  proves  that  the  niinietor  thought  the  on tei-prlse  would 
support  itself  with  the  money,  and  that  it  would  ho  kept  up  by  tho  profits  resulting 
from  tho  returns  in  kind,  on  which  Beaumarchais  had  a  right  to  count,  according  to 
the  formal  ongagement«  entered  into  by  the  agent  of  the  Congress."     (3  id.,  128  ff.) 

That  other  funds  besides  those  of  tho  government  wcro  given  to  '*  Ilortales  d^;  Co." 
to  invest  in  produce  to  be  sent  to  tho  United  States  appears  from  Beaumarchais'  cor- 
respondence, as  given  by  Lomi^nie,  and  tho  character  of  those  investments  shows 
that  they  were  made  with  tho  expectation  of  profits  which  no  doubt  Beaumarchais 
exhibited  in  tho  most  cheorful  lights.  That  Beaumarchais  paid  for  at  loast  part  of 
tho  supplies  obtained  from  tho  French  arsenals  appears  from  a  latter  from  St.  Ger- 
main, secretary  of  war,  dated  August  25,  1770,  to  Yergennes,  as  cited  by  Lom6nie : 

"  This  compauy  [Ilortalez  &  Co.  J  will  pay  in  ready  money  for  tho  cannon  at  tbe  rate 
of  forty  sous  per  pound  of  motal;  the  cast-iron  at  tho  rate  of  ninety  franco  per  thou, 
sand,  and  tho  guns  at  twenty-threo  francs.  In  case  it  should  ask  for  time,  it  would 
give  good  security."    (3  id.,  152,  164-172.) 

The  papers  published  by  Flassau,  Lom6uio,  and  Douiol  show  that  not  only  waa  the 
house  of  ''  Ilortalez  &  Co."  a  business  .igency  in  reality  as  well  as  iu  appearaoe,  but 
that  other  merchants  received  '^ subventions"  for  the  sarao  pnrpose  of  soiling  abroad 
ou  easy  terms  munitions  of  war. 

**  I  have  before  nie,"  Hays  Loniduie,  **  a  general  catalogue  of  his  affairs  from  the  1st 
of  October,  1776,  until  tlio30th  September,  1783;  that  is  to  say,  during  the  seven  years 
which  represent  more  particularly  his  commercial  career.  This  catalogue  shows  that 
money  passed  through  his  hands  to  tho  amount  of  21,044,191  livres  in  disbursements, 
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lortalez  letter  of  Augast  18,  177G,  given  hereafter  under  its  proper 
Late.  Wo  may  now  think  that  Beaumarcbais,  in  view  of  it  possibly 
iillhig  into  Bntisli  hands,  couched  it  in  terms  purposely  extravagant 
ind  mystifying;  but  we  may  nevertheless  understand  why  Lom6nie 
ihould  write  of  this  letter  as  follows : 

"Only  imagine  serious  Yankees,  who  had  nearly  aU  been  traders  before  becoming 
oldiersy  receiving  maraes  of  cargoes  which  were  freqnentiy  embarked  by  stealth  dnr- 

ind  of  21,092,515  in  receipts;  the  surplus,  then,  of  the  receipts  over  the  disburse- 
nents  was  only  48,327  livres.  It  is  true  tlie  oxpouditnro  relates  to  several  eu- 
erprises  whioh  at  a  later  period  would  bring  in  receipts;  but  the  slight  surplus  of 
ixpenditures  oyer  receipts  during  a  period  of  seven  years  is  sufhoienti  it  appears  to 
DO,  to  give  us  the  idea  of  a  merchant  who  wus  rather  mlvonturous,  besides  being 
Dost  aetive  and  amusing.  We  have  scon  noniiui archaic  hitherto  mixing  together 
ommerce  and  politics ;  it  will  not,  perhaps,  be  disagi-ccablo  to  view  him  simply  as 
I  merchant,  hurrying  from  one  port  to  another,  purcliiising  or  constructing  vessels; 
curbing,'  as  he  said,  'his  various  captains,  so  as  to  obtain  a  little  profit  on t  of  them,' 
^nd  discussing  naval  expenditures  with  all  the  daring  of  a  consummate  privateer/' 
3  Iiomdnie's  Beaumarohais  and  His  Times,  227. ) 

The  question  of  the  accuracy  of  Arthur  Lee's  statement  of  Beaumarohais'  engage- 
lents  in  London  in  the  spring  of  1776  is  discussed  infrat  $  142. 

Of  Beaumarohais'  relations  to  Deane  and  Arthur  Lee  Loiudnie  thus  writes: 

"When  Beaumarohais  returned  from  London  to  Paris  ho  kept  up  a  correspondence 
rith  Arthur  Lee  in  ciphers.  When  it  had  been  agreed  between  M.  de  Yergennes 
jid  himself  that  the  affair  should  bear  a  strictly  private  and  commercial  character, 
ud  that  the  participation  of  government  should  be  carefully  concealed  from  the 
Lmericans  themselves,  Beaumarchais,  in  conformance  with  ministerial  instrnctious, 
rrote  the  following  note  to  Arthur  Lee  in  London,  June  12,  1776: 

'"The  difBoulties  I  have  met  with  in  my  negotiations  with  the  ministry  have 
aade  me  decide  to /orm  a  company y  which  will  send  the  aiiunnnition  and  powder  to 
our  friend  as  soon  as  possible,  in  consideration  of  t'Obacco  being  sent  in  return  to  the 
^rouch  cape.' 

"Upon  this,  Silas  Doano,  the  American  agent,  sent  direct  to  France  by  the  Coti- 
;rcs8,  arrived.  As  he  alone  was  furnished  by  the  Congress  with  power  to  treat  iu 
heir  name,  Beanmarchais  made  his  agreements  with  him,  and  did  not  write  again 
o  Arthur  Lee.  The  latter  had  relied  upon  this  ullair  to  make  himself  popular  in 
kmcrica.  'lie  hoped,'  says  the  author  of  the  Life  of  Franklin,  'to  play  the  prin- 
ipal  part  in  the  enterprise.  On  hearing  tliat  it  was  i>as8ing  into  the  hands  of  Mr. 
)oane  he  hurried  to  Paris,  accused  Deane  of  iut4)rforing  in  his  aflairs,  tried  to  cause 
.  quarrel  between  him  and  BcaumarchaiH,  and,  not  being  able  to  succeed,  returned 
o  London,  vexed  at  his  failure  and  furious  with  Deane.'  (Life  of  Franklin,  by 
(parks,  449.)  To  this  very  exact  account  of  Mr.  .Tared  Sparks  we  nmst  add  that  he 
van  not  less  furious  with  Beauniarchais  than  with  Deane.  In  order  to  avenge  him- 
lelf  on  both,  he  wrote,  without  their  knowledge,  to  the  secret  committee  of  the 
[Congress  that  the  two  had  agreed  i-o  deceive  both  the  French  Government  and  the 
Jnited  States,  by  changing  what  the  ministry  meant  to  be  a  gratuitous  gift  into  a 
^mmercial  transaction.  It  was  this  insidious  story  of  Arthur  Lee's  which  caused 
dl  the  trouble  between  BcaumarchaiH  and  the  Congress.  We  shall  soon  see  M.  de 
iTergennes  himself  speaking  very  pointedly  on  the  subject ;  but  as  his  official  answer, 
kt  the  time  when  it  was  addressed  to  the  Congress,  might  be  looked  upon  as  dictated 
)y  political  expediency,  we  ought,  in  exhibiting  the  arrangements ma<le  between  Silas 
>eane  and  Beaumarchais,  under  the  very  eyes  of  the  miniHter,  to  endeavor  to  discover 
he  real  intentions  of  the  latter  in  an  atl'air  about  which,  owing  to  its  very  secrecy, 
le  baa  naturally  loft  but  few  documents  in  his  own  handwriting."  (3  Lom^nie's 
loanniarcbais  aud  His  Times,  IWl) 
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ing  the  night  and  the  invoices  of  which  oouseqaently  presontcd  soroo  irregn1»riliee, 
and  all  tbis  without  any  other  lett-ora  of  advice  than  th«t  rather  bonibastio  missives 
signed  with  the  romantic  name  of  Koderiquo  Hortaloz  &,  Co.,  in  which  Beaumarohais 
mixed  np  protestations  of  cnthnsiasm,  oflfoi-H  of  niilimitod  service,  and  political  adviee 
with  applications  for  tobacco,  indigo,  or  salt  fish,  and  which  ended  with  tirades  of 
which  we  may  take  the  following  as  an  example: 

**  *  Qentlemen,  consider  my  honse  as  the  head  of  all  operations  nseful  to  yonr  cause 
in  Kurope,  and  myself  as  the  most  zealous  partisan  of  your  nation,  the  soul  of  yowr 
•ttcce««e«,  and  a  man  roost  profoundly  filled  with  the  respectful  esteem  with  which  I 
have  the  honor  to  bo,  etc., 

'"BODBRIQUB  HOUTAUCZ  Sl  CO.' 

"  The  calculating  disposition  of  the  Yankees  naturally  inclined  them  to  think  that 
so  ardent  and  fantastic  a  being,  if  after  all  such  a  being  really  existed,  was  playing 
a  commercial  comedy,  agreed  upon  between  the  French  Government  and  himself,  nod 
that  they  might  in  all  security  of  conscience  make  use  of  his  supplies,  read  his  am- 
plifications, and  dispense  with  sending  him  tobacco."  (3  Lom6uie's  Beaumarohais 
and  His  Times,  163.) 

But  however  much  Gougres8.may  have  been  myBtified  by  the  '^  Horta 
lez"  letters,  it  understood  from  Deano  that  for  the  supplies  it  received 
it  was  to  pay,  and  it  at  once  provided  for  cousignmeuts  to  France  of 
tobacco,  indigo,  and  other  American  produce.  These  consignments, 
however,  as  the  British  blockade  became  more  effective,  were  occasion- 
ally intercepted;  and  after  awhile,  in  the  uncertainty  as  to  whether  the 
whole  machinery  of  exchange  was  not,  as  Arther  Lee  announced,  a  mere 
pretext  ior  the  maintenance  of  nominal  neutrality,  the  attempt  to  make 
them  seemed  almost  given  up.  Upon  this  Beaumarchais  sent  over, 
as  a  business  agent,  to  insist  on  reniiltaiices,  Francy,*  a  young  man 
of  great  merit,  who  informed  Congress,  according  to  Lom6nie,  '^that 
his  patron  would  not  send  anything  more  unless  they  acknowledged 
his  previous  claims  and  guarantied  him  by  a  fornial  contract  from  all 
difiQculty  for  the  future.''  A  contract  to  this  effect  was  signed  on  April 
G,  1778,  by  the  members  of  the  congressional  committee  of  commerce, 
and  Francy,  acting  in  the  name  of  Beaumarchais ;  but  this  contracl^,  by 
its  terms,  was  not  to  be  ratified  until  the  French  minister  of  foreign 
affairs  gave  an  answer  to  the  question  whether  Beaumarchais  or  the 
French  Government  was  the  creditor  of  the  Congress  for  cargoes  to  the 
amount  of  five  millions  already'  sent,  or  whether,  to  titke  a  third  alter- 
native, these  supplies  were  sent  gratuitously  by  France.  To  this  inquiry 
Vergennes  replied  as  follows  in  a  note  addressed  to  Gerard,  the  French 
minister  in  the  United  States,  who  was  ordered  to  transmit  it  to  the 
Congress : 

"The  commiRHioners  of  tlie  Congress  have  just  addressed  to  mo  an  official  letter 
which  refers  to  two  objects ;  the  first  relates  (o  the  correctness  of  the  account  of  M.  de 
Beaumarchais,  under  the  name  of  the  firm  Roderique  Hortalc7.  &,  Co. ;  the  second  to 
the  ratification  of  the  contract  which  the  Congress,  or  rather  the  committee  of  com- 
merce in  its  name,  has  signel  with  M.  Th6venoau  de  Francy,  ageut  of  M.  Caron  de 
Beaumarchais.     M.  Franklin  and  his  colleagues  desire  to  know  the  articles  that  have 

•  See  infra,  $  73,  and  index,  title  Francy. 
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been  snppliod  to  Uiem  by  the  king  and  those  that  M.  do  Boaumarohais  has  supplied 
them  with  on  his  own  accoant ;  and  they  insinuate  that  the  Congress  is  convinoed 
that  all,  or  at  least  the  greater  part  of  what  has  been  scut,  is  on  account  of  his  maj- 
esty. I  haye  replied  to  thorn  that  the  king  did  not  furnish  them  with  anything ;  that 
be  simply  allowed  M.  de  Beaumarchais  to  supply  himself  from  his  arsenals  under  an 
engagement  to  replace  what  he  took ;  and,  moreoYer,  that  I  would  with  pleasure  inter- 
est myself  to  prevent  their  being  too  much  pressed  for  the  repayment  of  the  military 
articles." 

*'  *  As  to  what  related  to  the  fresh  contract  signed  between  Beaumarchais  and  the 
Congress,'  the  minister  added  that '  ho  had  no  advice  to  give  as  to  the  ratification  of 
this  agreement,  not  being  called  on  to  answer  for  the  engagements  of  the  house  of 
Roderique  Hortalez  &,  Co.' 

"In  this  answer  of  M.  do  Yergonnes,  which  was  very  explicit  concerning  the  rights 
of  Beaumarchais  as  creditor  of  the  Congress,  there  were  two  points/'  continues  Lo- 
m^nie :  "  There  was  a  suppression  dictated  by  policy,  and  which  consisted  in  passing 
over  in  silence  the  pecuniary  aid  granted  to  Boaumarcbais  boforo  tho  rupture  between 
France  and  England,  and  at  the  oame  time  tho  truth  which  was  allowed  to  appear  in 
the  minister's  lost  sentence  in  reference  to  the  military  articles  supplied.  This  sen- 
tence proves  that,  if  Beaumarchais  had  received  pecuniary  aid,  he  had  not  bad  it  to 
enable  him  to  send  gratuitously,  but  to  send  on  credit,  leaving  to  tho  debtors  rather 
a  considerable  latitude,  especially  as  to  the  munitions  of  war.  Besides,  it  is  evident 
that  Beaumarchais  conformed  to  ministerial  instructions,  for  during  two  years,  except- 
ing two  cargoes  of  150,000  francs  each,  of  which  ho  had  boon  obliged  to  take  posses- 
sion by  authority,  he  had  not  been  able  to  obtain  a  liard  for  live  millions  of  military 
and  other  stores,  and  when  he  applied  for  payment  on  account,  the  Americans  replied 
to  him  by  denying  the  debt  or  did  not  reply  at  all."  (.3  Loradnie's  Beaumarchais  and 
His  Times,  200.) 

A  letter  from  Beaamarchais  to  Deauc,  of  date  of  July  22, 1776,  is 
given  by  Lom6iiie,  iu  which,  after  agreeing  to  the  i)aymout  in  nataral 
prodacts  and  to  the  delay  demanded  by  the  agent  of  the  Congress,  be 
(Beaumarchais)  speaks  as  follows  about  the  price  of  the  supplies: 

"As  I  believe  that  I  am  to  deal  with  a  virtuous  nation,  it  will  bo  enough  for  nie  to 
keep  an  exact  account  of  all  I  advance.  Tho  Cougrcss  will  bo  at  liberty  to  pay  the 
usual  value  of  tho  things  on  their  arrival,  or  to  allow  so  iimcb  for  tlio  cost  price,  tho 
delays,  and  the  inconvenience,  with  »  conunission  in  proportion  to  tlie  trouble  and 
care,  which  it  is  impossible  to  arrange  now.  I  wish  to  servo  your  country  as  if  it  were 
my  own,  and  I  hope  to  find  in  the  friendship  of  a  noblc-miiKled  nation  the  true  reward 
of  the  labor  which  I  willingly  undertake  for  them."    (*2  uZ.,  147.) 

^rnSJi  **°«'****®°*^  ■*^*^*-        §  03.   A  partial  settlement  was  then  entered 

into,  which  is  noticed  in  the  following  entry  in 
the  secret  journal  of  Congress: 

**June  18,  1779.— Tbo  conimittee  on  tho  treasury  report  Mlial,  tlioy  have,  according 
to  order,  prepared  bills  of  exchange  on  tho  minister  i)lenipotentiary  of  tho  United 
States  at  the  court  of  Versailles  in  favor  of  Caron  do  Boaumarchsiis,  consisting  of 
fifty  sotts,  six  bilJs  to  each  sot,  as  specified  iu  a  schedule  annexed,  all  dated  the  15 
day  of  this  instant  Juno,  amounting  in  tbo  whole  to  two  millions  four  hundred  thou- 
sand livres  Tournois,  and  payable  tho  15  day  of  Juno,  1782,  and  also  six  setts,  six 
bills  to  each  sett,  all  dated  the  same  day,  drawn  on  tho  said  miuistor  in  favour  of  tho 
said  Caron  do  Beaumarchais,  for  tho  yearly  interest  of  tho  said  principal  sum  at  six 
per  cent  per  an :  being  one  hundred  and  forty  four  thousand  livros  yearly;  in  the 
whole  432,000  livres  (tho  principal  and  interest  so  drawn  for  amounting  in  the  whole 
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to  51,82:3,000  livroR),  whieli  last  meutioDed  bills  for  the  interest  are  particalarljr  speot- 
fiocl  ill  the  said  schedule;  and  that  they  have  also  prepared  letters  of  adTioe  of  the 
said  bills  of  ozchaDgo  t<o  the  said  mioister  plenipotentiary ;'  whereupon 

^'Resolved,  That  the  said  dranghts  bo  signed  by  tho  President  of  Congress  and  en- 
tered in  the  auditor's  oflice  as  warrants  are  usually  passed  and  then  delivered  to  M. 
de  Francy,  agent  for  the  said  C.  de  Beaumarchais,  on  his  giviug  tho  anditor-general 
a  receipt  for  the  samo ;  and  that  M.  de  Beaumarohais  be  charged  with  the  amount  of 
the  said  principal  sani,  in  tho  books  of  the  treasury. 

**R§aolDedf  That  the  faith  of  the  United  States  be  pledged  to  make  good  any  con- 
tract or  engagement  which  shall  be  entered  into  by  tho  said  minister  plenipotentiary 
or  any  future  minister  of  those  United  States  at  the  conrt  of  Yersailles  for  obtaining 
money  or  credit  to  enable  him  to  honor  the  said  draughts^  and  provide  for  their  punct- 
ual discharge. 

**Orderedf  That  copies  of  the  foregoing  resolutions  and  that  of  the  5  instant  and  of 
the  letters  of  advice  subscribed  by  the  president  be  transmitted  by  the  committee  for 
foreign  affairs  to  the  minister  plenipotentiary  of  tho  United  States  at  the  court  of 
Veroailles. 

^iSi^uVi^^nSi'*^^^^  5  64.  On  February  25, 1783,  was  concluded, 

between  Franklin  and  Yergennes,  a  <^  contract" 
wliicb,  among  other  things,  contained  the  following  :* 

''Article  2. — For  better  understanding  the  fixing  the  periods  for  the  re-imburse- 
mcnt  of  the  six  millions  at  tho  royal  treasury',  and  to  prevent  all  ambiguity  on  this 
heady  it  has  been  found  proper  to  recapitulate  here  tho  amount  of  the  preceding  - 
aids,  granted  by  the  king  to  the  United  States,  and  to  distinguisjh  them  according  to 
their  different  classes: 

"In  the  third  class  are  comprehended  tho  aids  and  subsidies  furnished  to  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States,  under  the  title  of  gratuitous  assistance  from  the  pure 
generosity  of  tho  king;  throe  millions  of  which  were  granted  before  the  treaty  of 
Febniary,'177d,  and  six  millions  in  1781,  which  aids  and  subsidies  amount  in  the  whole 
to  nino  millions  livres  tournois.  His  majesty  here  conHrnis,  in  casf«  of  need,  the  gra- 
tuitous gift  to  the  Congress  of  the  said  Thirteen  United  States." 

The  "iMt  million;"  Frank-        §  65.  Here  was  a  recital  of  tho  receipt  of  three 

lin  8  oflbrUi  at  explanation.  '  ^ 

millions  of  gratuity  before  1778,  whereas  Frank- 
lin's accounts  showed  the  receii)t  of  only  two  millions.  What  became 
of  the  "  lost  million,''  as  it  was  called t  :^ 

When  Franldin  returned  to  Philadeli)hia,  and  it  became  necessary, 
for  the  settlement  of  his  accounts,  as  well  as  of  those  of  Beaumar- 
chais,  to  discover  in  what  way  this  third  million  had  reachexl  the  United 
States  the  following  correspondence  took  place: 

Franklin  to  Grandj  hanker ^  at  Paris  t 

"  PHiLADRLrniA,  July  lUh,  1786. 
**  Slit:  I  send  you  enclosed  some  letters  that  have  possod  hotwoon  the  secretary  of 
Congress  and  me,  respecting  three  millions  of  livres  acknowledged  to  have  been 
received  before  the  treaty  of  Fobrujiry,  1778,  as  don  gratuit  from  tlio  king,  of  which 
only  two  millions  are  found  in  your  accounts,  unless  the  million  from  the  Fanners- 
General  be  one  of  the  three.    I  have  been  assured  that  all  the  mouoy  received  from 

*  House  Doc.  No.  Ill,  Ifith  Cong.,  1st  sees.,  vol.  5,  App. ;  Kep.  No.  220,  II.  R.,  SiOth 
Cong.,  Ist  sess.,  Apr.  1,  1823,  p.  HG. 
1 2  .Sparks-  Dip.  Itev.  Corr.,  525. 
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tbo  king,  wliotkor  as  loan  or  gift,  wont  througb  your  hands ;  and  as  I  always  looked 
on  tho  luillion  wo  had  of  the  Farniers-.Qeneral  to  bo  distiuot  from  what  we  had  of  the 
oiowOi  I  wonder  how  I  came  to  sign  the  contract  acknowledging  throe  millions  of 
gilt,  when  in  reality  there  was  only  two,  exclnsive  of  that  from  the  Farmers ;  and, 
as  both  yon  and  I  examined  the  project  of  the  contract  before  I  signed  it,  I  am  sur- 
prised that  neither  of  ns  took  notice  of  the  error. 

"  It  is  posHible  that  the  million  furnished  ostensibly  by  tho  Farmers  was  in  fact  a 
gift  of  the  orown,  in  which  case,  as  Mr.  Thomson  observes,  they  owe  us  for  the  two 
ship  loads  of  tobacco  which  they  received  on  account  of  it.  I  must  earnestly  request 
of  you  to  get  this  matter  explained,  that  it  may  stand  clear  before  I  die,  lest  some 
enemy  should  afterwards  accuse  me  of  having  received  a  million  not  accounted  for. 

*'  I  am,  &0., 

"B.  Franklin." 


Vurival  to  Grand. 

[Tmalation.l 

"  Vkrsaitj.ks,  Aitgwt  30tA,  1786. 

"Sir:  I  have  received  the  letter  which  yon  did  me  tho  honor  to  write  on  the  ^th 
of  this  month  touching  the  advance  of  a  million  wliiuli  yun  say  was  made  by  the 
Farmers-Qeneral  to  the  United  States  of  America  the  3d  of  June,  1777.  I  have  no 
knowodgo  of  that  advance.  What  I  have  verified  is,  that  tlie  king,  by  the  contract 
of  the  25th  of  February,  178:1,  has  confirmed  the  gratuitous  gift,  which  his  majesty 
had  previously  made,  of  the  three  millions  hereafter  mentioned,  viz,  one  million 
delivered  by  the  royal  treasury  the  10th  of  June,  I77G,  and  two  other  millions  ad- 
vanced also  by  the  royal  treasury  in  1777,  on  four  receipts  of  the  deputies  of  Con- 
gress, of  the  17th  of  January,  3d  of  April,  10th  of  June,  and  15th  of  October,  of  the 
same  year.  This  explanation  will,  sir,  I  hope,  resolve  your  doubt  touohing  the  ad- 
vance of  the  3d  of  June,  1777.  I  fnrther  recommend  to  yon,  sir,  to  confer  on  this 
subject  with  M.  Gojard,  who  ought  to  be  better  informed  than  we,  who  had  no  knowl- 
edge of  any  advances  but  those  made  by  the  royal  treasury. 

"I  have  the  honor  to  be,  &c., 

*'DUR1VAL." 


Dnrival  to  Grand.\ 
[Traualntion.l 

"Vkiwaiixks,  September  5/ft,  1780. 

"Sir:  I  laid  before  tho  Count  do  Vcrgennos  tho  two  lottorn  avIiIcIi  you  did  me  the 
honor  to  write  touching  the  throe  millions,  the  free  gift  of  which  tho  king  has  con- 
firmed in  favor  of  tho  United  States  of  America.  The  niiuiHtor,  sir,  observed  that 
this  gift  has  nothing  to  do  with  tho  million  which  tho  CongresH  may  have  received 
from  the  Farmers-Qeneral  in  1777;  consequently  ho  thinks  that  tho  receipt  which  you 
desire  may  be  communicated  to  you  can  not  satisfy  the  object  of  your  view,  and  that 
it  would  be  useless  to  give  you  the  copy  which  you  desire. 

"I  have  the  honor  1o  be,  wiMi  i^erfoct  iitlacliinont,  &,c.f 

"DUKIVAL." 


Grand  to  Franldin.* 

*'  Pauis,  September  dth,  178G. 
•*  My  Dkar  Sir:  The  letter  you  honore<l  me  with  covered  the  copies  of  three  letters 
which  Mr.  Thomson  wrote  you  to   obtain  an  explanation  of  a  million  which  is  not 

•  2  Sparks'  Dip.  Rev.  Corr..  526.  1 2  Sparks'  Dip.  Rev.  Corr.,  52G. 
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to  be  found  in  my  acconnts.  I  shonld  have  been  yery  niuoli  embarraaaed  in  at^ttijing 
and  proving  to  bim  that  I  had  not  put  that  million  in  my  pooket  had  I  not  applied 
to  M.  Duriva),  who,  an  you  will  see  by  the  answer  onclosedi  informs  me  that  there 
was  a  million  paid  by  the  royal  treasury  on  the  10th  of  June,  177G.  This  is  the  rery 
million  about  which  Mr.  Thomson  inquires,  as  I  hayo  kept  an  acoount  of  the  other 
two  millions,  which  were  also  fumisheil  by  the  royal  treasury,  yis,  the  one  million  in 
January  and  April,  1777,  the  other  in  July  and  October  of  Uie  same  year,  as  well  as 
that  furnished  by  the  Farmers-General  in  June,  1777. 

"  Here,  then,  are  the  three  mill  ions  exactly  which  were  given  by  the  king  before  the 
treaty  of  1778  and  that  furnished  by  the  Farmers-Gonoral.  Nothing,  then,  remains 
to  be  known  but  who  received  the  first  million  in  Jnne,  1776.  It  could  not  be  my- 
Belf,  as  I  was  not  charged  with  the  business  of  Congress  until  January,  1777.  I 
therefore  requested  of  M.  Durival  a  copy  of  the  receipt  for  the  one  million.  Yon  have 
the  answer  which  he  returned  to  me.  I  wrote  to  him  again,  renewing  my  request, 
but  as  the  courier  is  just  setting  off  I  can  not  wait  to  give  you  his  answer,  bnt  yoo 
will  receive  it  in  my  next,  if  I  obtain  one. 

"  In  the  meanwhile  I  beg  you  will  receive  the  assurances  of  the  sentiments  of  respect 
with  which  I  have  the  honor  to  be,*  my  dear  sir,  d&c, 

•'  Grand." 


Durival  to  Orand.^ 
[Trsas]ftUoB.J 

"  Vbrsailles,  S^temher  lOik,  I78G. 


(( 


Sir  :  I  have  laid  before  the  Count  de  Vorgonnes,  as  you  seemed  to  desire,  the  letter' 
which  yon  did  mo  the  honor  to  write  yostnitlay.  The  minister  persists  in  the  opinion 
that  the  receipt,  the  copy  of  which  you  request,  has  no  ralation  to  the  business  with 
which  you  wore  intrusted  on  behalf  of  Congress,  and  thitt  this  piece  would  be  useless 
in  the  new  point  of  view  in  which  you  have  placed  it.  Indeed,  sir,  it  is  easy  for  you 
to  prove  that  the  money  in  question  was  not  delivered  by  the  royal  treasury  into  your 
hands,  as  you  did  not  begin  to  be  charged  with  (he  buHiues.!  of  Congress  until  Janu- 
ary, 1777,  and  the  receipt  ibrtbut  money  is  of  tlio  10th  of  June,  1770. 
"I  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  perfect  attachment,  sir,  &.C., 

"  DORIVAI.." 

It  appeared  on  all  tbo  papers  tbat  the  'Most  uiillioii"  did  not  in  aiij 
shape  pass  into  Franklin's  hands.t 

Franklin  to  Charles  2'ham9on4 

*'PinLADKiJ»niA,  January  ^ih^  1787. 
"Dkar  Friend:  You  may  remember  that  in  the  correspondence  between  us  in 
Jnne  Inst  on  the  subject  of  a  million  free  gift  of  tbo  king  of  France,  acknowledged 
in  our  contract  to  have  been  received  but  which  did  not  appear  to  be  acconnted  for 
in  our  banker's  accounts,  unless  it  should  be  the  same  with  tbe  million  said  to  be  re- 
ceived from  the  Farmers-General,  I  mentioned  that  an  explanation  might  doubtless 
be  easily  obtained  by  writing  to  Mr.  Grand  or  Mr.  Jefferson.  I  know  not  whether 
you  have  accordingly  written  to  either  of  tlicni ;  but  being  desirous  that  the  matter 
should  speedily  be  cleared  up,  I  wrote  myself  to  Mr.  Grand  a  letter  upon  it,  of  which 
I  now  inclose  a  copy,  with  his  answers,  and  several  letters  from  M.  Durival,  who  is 
chef  de  bureau  deefonde  (and  has  under  his  care  the  finance)  dee  affairee  Slrangiree, 

•  2  Sparks'  Dip.  Rev.  Corr.,  527. 

\  Infra,  $  113;  see  eupra,  $  52;  infra,  $  142. 

1 2  Sparks'  Dip.  Rev.  Corr.,  529,  with  verbal  changes. 
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"You  will  MO  by  iUcse  loiters  tliai  ibe  inillion  iu  qaestiou  was  dolivorocl  to  somebody 
on  the  lOfch  of  June,  1770,  but  it  does  not  appear  to  wlioiii.  It  is  dear,  however,  tbat 
it  coald  uot  be  to  Mr.  Grand  nor  to  tbo  commissionerH  from  Congress,  for  we  did  not 
meet  in  France  till  tbe  end  of  December,  1776,  or  beginning  of  January,  1777,  and 
that  banker  was  not  charged  before  with  our  affairs. 

"By  the  minister'a  reserve  in  refusing  him  n  copy  of  the  receipt  I  conjecture  it  must 
bo  money  advanced  for  our  uso  to  M.  d«  Beaumarchnis,  and  that  it  is  a  my$t^e  dn  cabinet 
which  perhaps  should  not  bo  further  inquired  into,  unless  necessary  to  guard  against 
more  demands  than  may  bo  just  from  that  agent,  for  it  may  well  be  bupposed  that  if 
the  court  famished  him  with  tho  means  of  supplying  ns,  tliey  may  not  he  willing  to 
famish  anthentie  proofs  of  such  a  transaction  so  oarly  in  our  dispute  with  Britain. 
Pray  tell  me,  has  he  dropped  his  demands,  or  does  he  still  continue  to  worry  yon  with 
ihemf 

"  I  should  like  to  have  these  original  letters  returned  to  me,  but  you  may,  if  yoa 

please,  keep  copies  of  them.     It  is  true  the  million  iu  question  makes  no  difference  in 

yonr  acconnts  with  the  king  of  Frnnoo,  it  not  being  mentioned  or  charged  ns  so  much 

lent  and  to  be  repaid,  but  stated  as  freely  given.    Yet,  if  it  wa5i  put  into  the  hands 

of  any  of  your  agents  or  ministers,  they  ought  certainly  to  account  for  it.    I  do  not 

recollect  whether  Mr.  Deane  had  arrived  before  the  10th  of  Juno,  1776;*  but  from 

his  great  want  of  money  when  I  joino<l  him  a  few  months  aft4;r  I  hardly  think  it  could 

have  been  paid  to  him.    Possibly  Mr.  .1^ fttfrmfn  may  obtain  tho  information,  though 

Mr.  Grand  conld  not,  and  I  wish  ho  may  be  directed  to  make  tho  inquiry,  as  I  know 

hewonld  do  it  discreetly ;   I  mean  ir  by  Hortalez  &  Co. '8  further  demands,  or  for 

any  other  reason,  such  an  inquiry  should  bo  thought  necessary.! 

*'  I  am,  &o., 

"B.  Franklin." 

^toStiSL'""*^  minutry        |  66.  The  Tcceipfc  of  the  lOtli  of  June,  1776, 

was,  as  was  subscqueutly  disclosed,  signed  by 
Beaomarchais.  According  to  Lom6nie  (3, 'i()'>),  Grand,  who  was  tbeu  and 
bad  been  for  some  time  banker  for  the  United  States,  having  inquired 
of  Durival,  who  was  at  tbo  bead  of  tbe  treasury,  for  a  copy  of  tbe  re- 
ceipt given  June  10,  1776,  Durival  ^<  consulted  (continues  Loin6nie)  M. 
de  Yergennes,  and  replied  at  first  by  a  refusal.  Tbe  banker  insisted 
afresh,  alleging  bis  own  responsibility.  M.  Durival  then  addressed  to 
tbe  minister  a  secret  report  as  to  tbe  question  wbetbor  it  was  desir- 
able to  supply  M.  Grand  with  tbe  copy  be  asked  for  of  M.  de  Beaumar- 
cbais'  receipt.  After  having  stated  tbat,  according  to  the  receipt,  M.  de 
Beaumarcbais  was  to  render  an  account  to  M.  do  Yergennes  only,  tbe 
chief  of  tbe  bureau  of  funds  concluded  thus :  '  Tbere  might  be  an  objec- 
tion to  furnishing  a  weapon  against  M.  de  Beaumarcbais  by  showing  to 
M.  Grand  the  copy  be  asks  for  of  tbe  acknowledgment  for  tbe  million 
delivered  June  10,  1776.'" 

In  tbe  margin  of  tbe  report  there  is  written,  **lleferred  September  5, 
1786,"  and  below,  on  tbe  margin  also,  is  found  the  decision  of  M.  de 

'  Deano  did  not  arrive  in  Paris  till  tho  first  woek  in  July.  (Sparks.) 
tThis  matter  was  not  cleare<l  up  till  1794,  when  Gouvorucur  Morris  was  American 
minister  iu  Paris.  By  application  to  tbo  govornmout  he  procured  a  copy  of  tho  receipt 
of  tho  person  who  received  the  million  of  francs  on  tho  lOtli  of  June,  1776.  It  proved 
to  he  Boaumarchais.  as  Dr.  Franklin  had  conjectured.  (S«c  Pitkin's  History  of  the 
United  States,  vol.  1,  p.  422,  Sparks,  and  roo  moro  fully  tn/ra,  }  68.) 
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Ycrgouues  tiiU8  oxpressed :  \  There  cau  be  no  reasoa  for  the  acknowL 
edgment  mentioned  in  this  report."    This  was  followed  by  Durival's 
letter  to  Grand  of  September  10, 178G,  above  given. 
Orand  then  summed  up  the  position  as  follows : 

Orand  to  Franklin' 

(TrandAtioii.] 

''  Paris,  September  Uih,  1780. 

''  Sir  :  I  hazard  a  loiter,  in  bopeo  it  may  be  ablo  to  join  that  of  the  9th  at  L'Orienti 
in  order  to  forward  to  yoii  tho  answer  I  have  ju^t  received  from  M.  Darival. 
You  will  there  see  that,  notwithstanding  my  entreaty,  tho  minister  himself  refuses  to 
giye  me  a  copy  of  the  receipt  which  I  asked  for.  I  cau  not  conoeive  the  reason  for 
Ihifi  reserve,  more  ofipecially  since,  if  there  has  been  a  million  paid,  he  who  hai 
received  it  has  kept  the  occonnt,  and  it  must  in  time  be  known.  I  shall  hear  with 
plcoeure  that  you  have  been  more  fortc^nate  in  this  respect  in  America  than  I  hare 
been  in  France. 

"And  I  repeat  to  you  the  assurance  of  the  sentiments  of  regard  with  which 
I  have  the  honor  to  bo,  &c., 

"Grand." 

<<By  this  refusal  of  the  minister  to  Congress/'  argues  Lom^Snie,  ^Mt 
believed  itself  sufficiently  authorized  to  conclude,  first,  that  it  was 
Beaumarchais  who  hivd  received  this  million ;  secondly,  that  this  million 
ought  to  be  restored  by  him  to  the  Congress ;  thirdly,  that  the  Congress 
ought  not  to  pay  nuythinp:  until  this  mystery  was  cleared  up.  All  these 
conclusions  were  not  equally  just,  for  there  was  no  question  here,  as  in  the 
declaration  of  the  minister  in  1778,  of  a  concealment  dictated  by  policy. 
The  French  Government  no  longer  concealed  the  fact  that  it  had 
assisted  the  insurgent  Colonies  before  their  rupture  with  England,  for 
it  declared  formally  that  it  had  given  three  millions  with  that  view 
before  the  treaty  of  1778,  and  went  even  so  far  as  to  fix  the  date  of  the 
first  million,  delivered  Juno  10,  1770.  If  it  refused  to  unveil  to  the 
United  States  the  nanie  of  the  man  to  whom  it  h<ad  advanced  this  mill- 
ion, it  was  no  longer  from  considerations  of  political  prudence,  but 
from  a  motive  of  personal  equity  towards  Beaumarchais,  '  not  to  furnish 
the  Americans  a  weapon  against  him,'  as  M.  Duri  val  plainly  stated  in  his 
report  to  the  minister.  By  this  refusal  to  communicate  to  the  Uiaited 
Stsites  Beaumarchais'  receipt  the  minister  said  to  them  explicitly,  ^  I 
have  classed  this  first  million  in  the  contract  of  February  25, 1783, 
amongst  the  millions  given  gratuitously  by  me  for  your  service,  because 
it  was  in  fact  given  by  me;  but  as  it  has  not  been  given  to  you,  as  the 
man  to  whom  I  gave  it  hafl  bound  himself  by  his  receipt  to  render  an 
account  to  me  and  not  to  you,  this  man  can  be  accountable  to  me  alone. 
If  I  asked  you  for  the  repayment  of  this  million,  you  would  on  your  part 
have  the  right  to  claim  it  from  the  person  who  received  it;  but  as  I  ask 
you  for  nothing,  it  is  for  me  only  to  decide  how  far  this  gratuitous  ad- 

m  ■■--■  ■  11  ■  I  --^        ^m    jj — 

'  Sparlcs'  Dip.  Rev.  Corn,  528. 
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yaoce  of  a  uiillion  made  by  mo  on  your  behalf  is  to  bo  serviceable  to 
yoa,  or  to  the  mau  to  whom  I  made  it,  iu  order  to  forward  a  secret 
operation  which  has  been  very  serviceable  to  you,  but  which  hitherto, 
from  your  refusal  to  pay  and  from  the  various  losses  he  has  suffered  in 
his  trade  with  you,  appears  to  have  been  more  injurious  than  profitable 
tohim.'»» 

To  this  supposed  api>eal  Lomonie  adds  the  remark  that  Beaumarchais 
was  not  a  party  to  or  even  cognizant  of  the  agreement  and  recital  of 

1783,  and  consequently  could  not  iu  any  way  be  bound  by  it. 

« 

^OMS«Mof*jaalK*7»7*        ^  67.  Bcaumarchais,  becoming  embarrassed  in 

his  affairs,  and  attributing,  not  unnaturally,  )>is 
difficulties  to  the  delay  in  the  final  settlement  of  his  American  accouuts, 
addressed  to  Congress,  on  June  12, 1787,  a  vehement  ai)peal  for  relief.f 
In  response.  Congress  passed  a  resolution  referring  the  accounts  for 
settlement  to  Arthur  Ijee,  and  it  is  impossible  to  excuse  this  reference 
except  on  the  ground  that  it  was  forgotten,  at  least  by  most  of  those 
who  consented  to  this  reference,  that  it  was  Arthur  Lee  who,  alone  among 
those  in  any  way  cognizant  with  the  Beaumarchais  negotiations,  had 
declared  that  Beaumarchais  was  merely  the  agent  for  conveying  gratui- 
ties to  the  United  States ;  that  the  fact  of  such  gratuities  never  had  been 
explicitly  denied  by  Beaumarchais,  by  Deane,  by  Yergennes,  and  by 
the  French  minister  in  Philadelphia  with  the  acqniesence  of  Congress, 
and  that,  aside  from  the  fact  that  Arthur  Lee  had  thus  prejudged  the 
main  question  at  issue,  his  relations  with  Beaumarchais,  in  consequence 
in  part  of  this  very  pnjudgment,  had  become  very  bitter,  each  of  them 
having  lavished  on  the  other  the  denunciations  which  on  the  one  side 
had  all  the  vehemence  of  Junius  Americanus,  and  on  the  other  side  all 
the  wit  of  the  author  of  the  Marriage  of  Figaro.  Arthur  Lee,  assum- 
ing, as  his  prior  declarations  bound  him  to  do,  that  the  subsidies  given 
to  Hortalez  &  Co.  were  gratuities  to  the  United  States,  had  no  difficulty 
in  finding,  not  that  the  United  States  were  indebted  to  Beaumarchais, 
but  that  Beaumarchais  was  indebted  to  the  United  States  in  the  sum 
of  1,800,000  francs.  But  it  was  clear  that  such  an  award  could  not  be 
sustained;  and  in  1793,  the  accounts  being  referred  to  Hamilton,  then 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  he  reported  that  the  United  States  were 
indebted  to  Beaumarchais  in  the  sum  of  2,280,000  francs,  proi)osing, 
however,  that  there  should  be  another  appeal  for  information  to  the 
French  Government,  of  which,  under  the  revolutionary  regime,  Buchot 
was  then  secretary  for  foreign  affairs. 

jTrenoh  admiMion.  §  08.  Gouveriiour  Morris  wiis  then  American  min- 

ister at  Paris,  and  to  his  adroit  application  to  the 
French  ministry  for  further  explanations  the  following  was  received: 

•  3  Lomdnio,  211.  t  Loin6nio,  nt  supra,  2(V.\. 
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[TnuiBl«Uaii.1* 
"At  Paris,  19tb  MesHidor,  of  the  2d  year  of  the  repablic,  one  and  indivisible. 

''LIBBRTT,   KQUAUTY,  FRATKRNITY,  OR  DKATII. 

"The  commUaary  of  exterior  relations  to  the  vunisier  plenipotentiary  of  ike  UniUdSinim. 

"By  yonr  letter  of  (ho  third  of  ihia  month  you  requested  a  communication  of  the 
documents  which  relate  to  the  employ  of  a  million  advanocd  to  the  United  States  on 
the  10th  June,  1776. 

'*  I  communicated  this  request  to  the  cominitteo  of  public  safety,  which  has  fonud  it 
to  be  due  from  its  Justice  to  give  the  satisfaction  to  the  United  States  which  had  been 
refused  to  them  by  the  ministers  under  the  old  regimen.  In  consequence  of  which  I 
have  caused  the  necessary  search  to  be  made,  and  I  inclose  herewith  a  copy  of  a  receipt 
dated  June  10th,  1776,  which  appears  to  be  the  one  necessary  t-o  the  United  States  in 
adjusting  their  accounts. 

"Mystery,  as  you  very  well  remark,  does  not  suit  two  people  united  by  all  the  ties 
of  friendship  and  a  common  interest.  ^ 

"(Signed)  BucilOT." 


[Tnuiil»UoD.lt 

"  1776. — I  have  received  from  Monsieur  Du  Vergier,  agreeably  to  the  orders  trans- 
mitted  to  him  of  Monsieur  the  Count  of  Vergennes,  dat«d  5th  onrrent,  the  sam  of 
one  million,  for  which  I  will  account  to  my  said  Sienr  Count  de  Vergennes. 
"At  Paris,  10th  June,  1776. 

"(Signed)  Caron  db  Bbaumarchais." 

"  Good  for  one  million  of  livres  tournois. 
"True  copy. 

"(Signed)  Bucnor." 

It  was  then  certalu,  tboroforo,  that  it  was  Beaumarchais  who  received 
the  million  of  francs  the  destination  of  which  had  been  so  long  in  dis- 
pute; and  on  the  assumption,  not  unnatural,  that  this  million  had  been 
given  to  Beaumarchais  either  in  trust  specifically  for  the  United  States 
or  to  be  turned  into  supplies  for  the  use  of  the  United  States,  fresh  dif- 
ficulties arose  in  the  way  of  settlement.  These  difi&culties  are  thus  nar- 
rated by  Lom^nie : 

" '  They  briug  forward,'  wrote  Talleyrand  to  the  heirs  of  M.  de  BeanmarchaiSf  '  a 
receipt  given  by  the  latter  the  10th  June,  1776,  for  one  million  remitted  to  him  hy 
order  of  M.  do  Vergennes,  and  wish  to  reckon  this  sum  in  the  supplies  furnished  by 
him  to  the  United  States.  As  the  payment  and  destination  of  this  million  related 
to  a  measure  of  secret  policy  ordered  by  the  king  and  forthwith  executed,  it  appears 
neither  Just  nor  equitable  to  confound  it  with  tbo  mercantile  operations,  posterior  in 
date,  of  a  private  individual  with  the  Congress.  Consequently,  no  conclusion  against 
M.  do  Beaumarchais  as  a  personal  creditor  of  tbo  United  States  can  be  drawn  from 
the  document  communicated  by  the  ex-commissioner  for  foreign  affairs  (Buohot)  to 
the  American  minister. 


•  House  Doc.  No.  Ill,  15th  Cong.,  1st  sess.,  vol.  5,  1823,  App. 
t  House  Doc.  No.  Ill,  15th  Cong.,  1st  sees.,  vol.  5,  App. 
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" '  I  ioTite  yoa,  oitisen  minister,  to  sapport  by  your  iufluouce  the  claiius  of  tbe  Bean- 
marobais  family,  and  to  dwell  apou  the  cousideraiions  of  national  goed  faith  and 
honor  to  which  they  appeal.  A  French  citizen  who  rislced  for  the  sake  of  the 
Americans  his  whole  fortune,  aod  whoso  zeal  and  activity  were  essentially  useful 
daring  the  war  which  obtained  fc»r  them  their  liberty  and  their  rank  among  nations, 
might  without  doubt  aspire  to  some  favor ;  at  least  he  ought  always  to  be  heard 
when  he  asks  only  for  honesty  and  Justice. 
'"Receive,  etc., 

"'Tallbyrand.'" 

In  1810,  when  Bichelieu  was  French  secretary  of  foreign  affairs,  Gal- 
latin, American  minister  at  Paris,  applied  to  him  to  say  formally  that 
the  million  thns  furnished  on  June  10,  1770,  to  Bcaumarchais  had 
nothing  in  common  with  the  supplies  furnished  by  Bcaumarchais  to  the 
United  States.  Bichelieu  answered  that  there  was  no  such  connec- 
tion. • 

The  ouim  on  its  merits.        J  gQ,  ^^  havc  uow  to  cousidcr  the  bearing  of 

Bcaumarchais'  claim  against  the  United  States,  of 
his  receipt  of  June  10, 1770,  taken  in  connection  with  Bichelieu's  sub- 
sequent declaration  that  the  money  so  receipted  for  was  not  given  to 
purchase  supplies  for  the  United  States.  The  authority  of  Bichelieu's 
declaration,  however,  it  must  be  first  observed,  is  much  impaired  by 
tbe  correspondence  subsequently  produC/Cd  by  Lom6uie,  who  says : 

"  I  have  heen  obliged,  nevertheless,  contrary  to  the  very  sincere  opinion  of  the 
heirs  of  Bcaumarchais  and  to  the  declarations  of  the  difi'erent  ministers  since  1778, 
all  based  upon  the  first  official  declaration  of  M.  de  Yergennes — I  have  been  obliged 
to  re-establish  the  truth  as  to  tbe  fact  of  the  celebrated  million,  which  was  incon- 
testably  given  by  the  government,  not  for  a  secret  political  service  unconnected  with 
the  American  euppUeSf  but  for  the  supplies  themselves.  Findiug  also  in  the  archives 
of  foreign  affairs  the  material  proof  that  Beaumarcbais,  iudopendently  of  (he  iBrst 
million,  given  June  10,  1776,  received  a  second  from  the  court  of  Spain  August  11, 
1776,  and  a  third  paid  by  installments  in  the  course  of  1777, 1  have  been  obliged  to 
mention  all  these  facts  because  they  are  true  and  because  the  first  duty  of  a  writer 
who  respects  himself  is  not  to  conceal  the  truth.''  (:{  Loiii6nie's  Bcaumarchais  and 
His  Times,  224.) 

As  to  the  questions  of  interuatioDal  law  involved,  see  infraf  $  100^. 

Assuming  Lom6nie's  inference  from  the  correspoudence  before  him 
to  be  correct.  Dr.  Stills,  in  the  able  paper  already  cited,  argues  with 
much  force  that  the  million  in  question  should  be  deducted  from  Bcau- 
marchais' claim  against  the  United  States.  On  the  other  hand,  Lomd- 
nie  insists  that,  even  supposing  this  ^'  million"  to  have  been  meant  for 
the  purchase  of  supplies  for  America,  yet  this  was  but  a  comparatively 
small  part  of  the  funds  invested  by  Beaumarcbais  in  the  enterprise, 
and  that  after  debiting  him  with  this  amount  a  sum  equal  nt  least  to 
that  awarded  by  Hamilton  should  be  paid  to  liim  to  make  good  his 
losses.  As  these  losses,  on  either  view,  can  only  bo  arrived  at  by  the 
examination  of  accounts  covering  the  whole  of  Beaumarcbais'  business 

•  See  more  fully  infra,  ^  71. 
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transactioDs  during^  tlio  revoliitiouary  war,  wo  may  be  coiiteot  to  let 
the  assessmeut  of  what  was  dne  hiui  rest  upon  the  settlement  adopted 
by  the  French  and  American  Governments  in  1831,  as  hereafter  stated. 
It  wonld  be  unjust,  however,  not  to  admit  that  the  nonspecification 
by  the  French  Government  of  the  object  to  which  the  "lost  milliou" 
was  applied  can  not,  as  we  will  next  see,  be  urged  against  that  gov- 
ernment as  sustaining  the  adverse  presumption  usually  drawn  against 
a  party  who  withholds  a  fact  which  it  is  in  his  power  to  produce. 

Nondiwiojureof  iecret-serv.        fi  70.  That  the  particular  destination  of  secret- 

ioe  Touohen  gives  no  pre-  '  '■ 

samption.  scrvicc  moucy  is  not  to  be  recorded  in  the  pub- 

lic archives  is  one  of  the  necessary  Incidents  of 
secret  service.  It  is  so  with  ourselves.  By  the  act  of  Oongress  of 
May  1, 1810,  the  President,  in  distribution  of  the  contingent  fund,  is 
to  make  ''  a  certificate  of  the  amount  of  such  expenditures  as  he  may 
think  advisable  not  to  specify;  and  every  such  certificate  shall  be 
deemed  a  sufilcient  voucher  for  the  sum  or  sums  therein  expressed  to 
have  been  expended."  Under  this  provision  the  practice,  as  stated  by 
President  Polk  in  his  special  message  of  April  10,  1846,  has  been  for 
the  President  simply  to  certify  to  the  accuracy  of  a  payment  without 
specifying  the  object,  the  certificate  being  not  unlike  that  of  Louis 
XVI  to  the  payment  of  the  million  in  question  to  Beaumarchais,  which 
did  not  name  the  object  for  which  the  payment  was  to  be  made.  This 
practice  hsis  been  continued  to  the  present  day,  and  during  the  late 
civil  war  was  the  basis  of  many  salutary  expenditures.  Nor  is  it  con- 
ceivable that  the  expenditures  of  France  in  assisting  the  United  States 
could,  ill  177G,  have  been  limited  to  the  supply  of  war  material.  Eng. 
land  was  then  flooding  France  with  secret  agencies  at  great  expense 
to  thwart  what  was  thou  known  to  be  the  French  policy.  It  was  nat- 
ural and  certainly  not  inconsistent  with  her  traditions  that  France  should 
have  established,  to  aid  the  American  cause,  countervailing  agencies  to 
aid  America  in  England.  France  also  had  previously  sent  secret 
agencies  to  America.  It  would  not  have  been  strange  if  these  agencies 
should  have  been  continued  in  1776.  For  expenses  such  as  these  the 
sum  of  a  million  francs  was  by  no  means  too  much.  Nor  is  it  strange 
that  nothing  should  appear  in  the  French  archives  indicating  to  what 
particular  line  of  assistance  to  America  this  fund  was  applied.  The 
very  nature  of  secret  diplomatic  disbursements  precludes  the  retention 
of  such  specifications  on  record.  It  is  so  with  all  governments  which 
maintain  diplomatic  relations.  In  our  own  Department  of  State,  for 
instance,  there  is  not  a  vestige  of  a  record  which  will  show  the  appli- 
cation of  the  secret-service  a|)propriations  heretofore  msule,  and  if  it 
was  desired  to  obtain  information  as  to  the  application,  for  instance, 
of  such  funds  during  the  Mexican  war  or  during  the  late  civil  war,  it 
would  be  found  as  impossible  to  obt>ain  such  information  as  it  was 
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foQDd  impossible  for  the  French  revolutionary  authorities  to  obtain 
information  as  to  the  specific  object  to  which  the  lost  million  went. 

It  can  not,  therefore,  be  objected  to  Bichelicu's  statement  that  it 
gives  no  specification  of  the  purpose  to  which  the  million  in  question 
was  applied.  Hence,  if  we  accept  that  statement,  Beaumarchais' 
claim  for  goods  supplied  is  not  to  be  affected  by  his  reception  of  this 
million.  On  the  other  hand,  if  Lom6nie  be  correct,  and  if  the  million 
really  was  meant  for  and  went  to  the  purchase  of  supplies  by  Beau- 
niarchais  for  America,  then  we  must  now  hold  that  the  suppression  of 
this  fact  by  him  in  his  accounts  made  those  ticcounts,  as  a  basis  of 
collection  of  a  debt,  unreliable.  Under  such  circumstances,  and  after 
the  discovery  of  sucli  suppression  (supposing  Loin6iiie  and  not  Iliche- 
liou  to  bo  correct),  all  thai  Beaumarchais  could  claim  would  be  a  gen- 
eral sum  for  losses  in  the  service  of  the  United  States. 

Seuiemeni  of  1831.        |  71.  When,  carlj  in  1831,  the  reciprocal  claims  of 

France  and  the  United  States  were  under  discussion  in 
Paris  between  Dives,  American  minister,  and  Scbastiani,  French  min- 
ister of  foreign  affairs,  the  Beaumarchais  claim  was  assessed  by  Scbas- 
tiani at  2,699,999  francs.  In  his  explanation  of  the  claim  he  stated 
that  it  was  for  'Hes  fournitures  d'armes  et  d'habillement,"  furnished  by 
Beaumarchais  during  the  revolutionary  war  to  the  United  States, 
which  the  American  Government,  on  February  3,  180G,  had  liquidated 
at  007,250  livres,  with  interest  amounting  to  2,032,749  livres,  while 
subsequent  interest  brought  the  claim  to  3,700,874  francs. 

The  memorandum  then  states  that  the  federal  Government  had  re- 
fused to  pay  this  demand,  alleging  that  Beaumnrchais  had  received 
in  177G  from  Vergennes,  from  the  secret  funds  of  the  foreign  ofGce, 
one  million,  which  he  had  employed  in  the  purchase  of  the  munitions 
for  which  he  now  demanded  the  payment,  and  that  this  million  was 
part  of  the  gift  of  three  millions  which  Vergennes  stated  in  1783  had 
been  a  gratuity  to  the  United  States. 

To  this  the  Beaumarchais  heirs  replied  that  the  million  in  question 
had  not  been  used  in  the  purchase  of  the  munitions  for  which  the 
claim  was  made,  and  that  for  this  million  Beaumarchais  had  accounted 
to  the  French  Government,  to  which  alone  he  was  accountable.  They 
also  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  Gallatin,  when  United  States  min- 
ister at  Paris,  on  December  2,  1810,  addressed  to  the  French  secretary, 
Bichelieu,  an  inquiry  as  to  the  destination  of  the  million  in  question, 
adding  that  an  explicit  negative  by  the  French  Government  would 
dispel  the  objections  made  to  the  Beaumarchais  heirs;  and  that  on 
December  16,  1810,  Richelieu  answered,  declaring  formally,  **q«e  le 
million  d6livr6  le  10  juin  1770  i>arvint  aussit6t  i\  la  destination  qui  lui 
6tait  assignee,  que,  suivant  Fusage  ordinaire,  un  simple  approuv6  du 
roi,  post^rieur  seulement  do  quelques  mois  au  paieinent  do  la  somme 
(bon  du  7  d6cembre  1770)  a  6i6  la  seulo  et  definitive  pi5ce  comptable 
26  WH  385 
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de  la  d6ponse,  et  quo,  d'aprte  un  nonvel  exameu  dos  faits,  co  milliou  u'a 
pa8  6t6  app1iqu6  ^  I'acliat  des  exp6ditiou8  qui  auraieot  6t6  faitea  aux 
li!tats-Uuis  par  M.  de  Beanmarchais." 

lu  reply  to  Sebastiani's  note,  the  objcctious  which  had  heretofore  op- 
erated ou  Congress  to  suspend  the  settlement  of  the  claim  were  staled 
by  liivcs,  in  an  unpublished  dispatch  now  in  the  Department  of  State. 
This  dispatch  then  goes  ou  to  say : 

''  On  the  foUowinj;  day  (the  2Sd  of  Jane,  1831)  I  called  again  on  the  minister  of 
foreign  affairs,  as  ho  had  proposed,  and  foand  Baron  Deffandis  with  him.  The  dis- 
onssion  was  renewed  on  the  Fronoh  claims,  and  particularly  that  of  the  heirs  of 
Beauniarchaifl.  After  a  great  deal  of  conversation,  which  it  is  not  deemed  necessary 
to  detail,  the  subject  was  arranged  by  the  ministers  agreeing  to  accept  a  gross  sam 
of  fifteen  hundred  thousand  francs  in  satisfaction  of  all  the  claims.'  The  claim  of 
the  heirs  of  Doaumarchais  alone  amounted  to  3,700,874  francs.  From  the  peculiar 
nature  of  this  claim,  and  the  connection  of  the  French  Government  with  it,  the  honor 
of  the  United  States  seemed  uow  imperiously  to  demand  its  adjaHtment,  whether 
intrinsically  well  founded  or  not.  The  million  which,  with  its  interest,  had  been 
charged  to  the  account  of  Beaumarohais,  was  not  alleged  to  have  been  paid  to  bim 
by  the  United  States.  It  was  claimed  as  a  gifit  put  into  his  hands  by  the  French  king 
for  the  purpose  of  purohasing  the  supplies  with  which  he  had  furnished  the  United 
States.  But  the  French  Qovornment  hod  repeatedly  declared  that  it  was  not  applied 
to  the  purchase  of  those  supplies,  but  to  an  object  o£  secret  political  service,  of  which 
Beaumarohais  had  rendered  a  satisfactory  account  to  his  own  government.  Under 
these  circumstanoes  the  claim  had  been  sf^ccessively  recommended  to  the  favorable 
consideration  of  Congress  by  Presidents  Jefferson,  Madison,  and  Monroe;  two 
Attorneys-General  of  the  United  States,  Messrs.  Rodney  and  Pinkney,  had  given 
their  official  opinion  that  the  credit  claimed  by  the  United  States  was  not  sustain- 
able on  legal  principles,  and  of  ten  committees  of  the  House  of  Uoprcsentatives  who 
had  examined  the  subject  six  (for,  since  the  prcparotion  of  my  observations  addressed 
to  the  minister  of  foreign  afTairs,  I  find  (hat  a  majority  of  those  committees  had  made 
reports  favorable  to  it)  have  rcconimouded  its  payment. 

''If  the  claim  were  to  bo  adjusted  in  the  United  States  it  nppcan'd  impossible  to 
separate  the  intorost  claimed  from  the  principal.  The  committees  of  Congress  which 
had  made  favorable  reports  and  (particularly  the  select  committee,  which  mode  its 
report  on  the  28th  January,  1823,  and  the  committee  of  foreign  affairs,  which  rei>orted 
on  the  1st  April,  1828,)  seem  always  to  have  regarded  the  interest  on  this  claim  as 
necessarily  incident  to  the  principal,  and  Mr.  Gallatin,  then  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
in  his  letter  of  27th  January,  180G,  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee  of  claims,  it  will 
be  perceived,  treated  the  interest  as  equally  due  with  the  principal.  To  get  rid  of  this 
claim,  amounting  alone  to  more  than  three  and  a  half  millions  of  francs,  and  of  others 
(among  which  were  some  of  clear  justice)  amounting  to  one  million  more,  for  a  gn>ra 
Sum  of  one  and  a  half  million  of  francs,  was  an  arrangement  so  obviously  advantage- 
ous for  the  United  States  that  I  did  not  hesitate  to  adopt  it.'' 

Out  of  the  fund  so  reserved  by  the  Freuch  Governnioiit  under  the 
treaty  of  1831  the  heirs  of  Boaumarchais  were  paid  eight  hundred  tliou- 
sandlivrcs.* 

"  A  summary  of  this  remarkable  case  is  given  in  3  llildreth's  United  States,  2(id^. 
As  to  Franklin's  position,  see  tn/ra,  $  113. 

The  following  is  a  brief  summary  of  congressional  action  on  the  claim  in  its  various 
phases  down  to  its  settlement  in  1831 : 

June  18, 1778. — Report  of  committee  directing  forwarding  bills  of  exchange  to  moot 
claim  and  pledging  the  faith  of  Congress  to  their  payment.   (3  Journ.  Cent.  Cong.,  309.) 
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LaFsjeito.        |  72.  La  Fayetttfs  services  in  tbe  revolutionary  war  pre-      / 

sent,  tliongli  numerous  letters  from  him  and  to  bim  appear 
in  the  following  volumes,  comparatively  little  material  for  discussion, 
for  the  reason  that  his  motives  were  so  pure  and  lofty,  his  action  so 
single  and  disinterested,  his  devotion  to  Washington  so  unswerving, 
his  life  so  transparent,  as  to  leave  little  for  the  editor  of  his  letters  to 
explain  or  defend.  The  impulse  that  drew  him  into  the  war  was  not  a 
feeliug  of  revenge  towards  England,  but  of  enthusiasm  for  the  young 
republic  across  the  ocean,  then  struggling  for  existence.  To  Beau- 
marchais  be  was  in  strong  contrast.  Beaumarchais  entered  the  service, 
after  very  mottled  experiences,  in  full  manhood  as  a  matter  of  excite- 
ment, display,  and  intrigue,  under  court  direction,  as  an  episode  in  a 
life  full  of  surprises,  which  often  absorbed  public  attention  from  their 
conspicuous  grotesqucness.  La  Fayette  threw  himself  into  the  Amer-  ^ 
lean  cause  when  he  wim  not  much  over  nineteen  years  of  age,  sacrificed 
in  so  doing  a  most  brilliant  advantage  at  court  and  in  the  military  pro- 
fession, and  persevered  in  the  position  he  assumed  in  youth  of  high- 
spirited  devotion  to  the  cause  of  constitutional  liberty  until  his  death 
in  1834.  •  It  was  the  delight  of  Beaumarchais  to  puzzle  and  bewilder 
Congress  by  his  mystifications  and  by  the  rapidity  of  his  changes  of  ' 
X>ersonality.  La  Fayette  was  always  the  same,  straightforward,  simple, 
transparent,  perfectly  truthful,  sincere,  forming  the  link  between  Con- 
gress and  France  which  of  all  others  was  at  once  the  strongest  and 
brightest  La  Fayette  gave  his  services  gratuitously,  in  addition  to 
large  gifts  of  money  and  supplies;  and  he  roject'Cd  offers  of  great  dis- 
tinction— as  when  the  command  of  the  Canada  invasion  was  offered  to 
him — when  he  saw  that  they  would  put  him  in  a  position  independent 
of  WashiuKton.^i  With  Beaumarchais  money  and  displny  were  the  main 

Jane  5,  1779.— Report  on  the  claim,  with  cftll  for  accounts.     (Id.,  299,  oOO.) 
October  1,  1785.— Report  that  Silos  Deaue'ssottlcuiont  with  noauinarchais  wus  made 

witboat  authority,  and  does  not  bind  the  United  Statee.     (4  Jouf  u.  Cout.  Cong.,  873.) 
March  10,  180G. — Report  in  IIoubo  examining  claim,  but  without  result.     (Ex.  Doo. 

9ih  Coug.,  Ist  Bcss.) 

/'edriuiry  6,  1807. — Jofierson's  message  recommending  claim  to  Congress,  with  me- 
morial, etc.     (Ex.  Doo.  9th  Cong.,  2d  boss.) 

December  14,  1807.— lieport  of  Madison  in  favor  of  claim,  sustaineil  by  report  of  C. 

A.  Rodney,  Attorney-General.     (Ex.  Doc.  10th  Cong.,  Ist  sess.) 

March  3,  1812. — Unfavorjiblo  report  (Gholson).     (Ex.  Doc.  12th  Cong.,  1st  sess.) 
March  15,  1814. — Favorable  report  (Lowndes).     (Kx.  Doc.  l:Hh  Cong.,  2d  se»8.) 
February  2y  1818. — Favorable  report  select  committee.     (House  Doo.  No.  Ill,  15th 

Cong.,  let  sess.,  vol.  5.) 
January  23,  1822. — Favorable  report  select  committee.     (No.  75,   17th  Cong.,  2d 

sess.  Tol.  2.) 
March2i},  1822. — Favorable  message  from  Monroe.    (Ex.  Papers  No.  102, 17th Cong., 

Ist  and  2d  sess.,  vol.  6.) 
May  16,  1826.— Unfavorable  report.     (No.  217, 19th  Cong.,  Ist  sess.,  vol.  2.) 
April  1,  1828. — Report  recommending  rc-imbursement  for  military  stores  furnished. 

(No.  2-20,  20th  Cong.,  1st  sess.,  vol.  3.)    See  political  pamphlets  in  Library  of  Congress, 

vol.  118,  and  also  pamphlet  in  vol.  102. 


§  72.]  INTRODUCTION.  [CHAP.  I?. 

objocts  in  viow,  ami  his  interest  in  the  American  cause  was  depeiident 
upon  tliese  objects  being  secured.  Yergennes  was  the  statesman,  who 
would  retain  the  past  stripped  of  its  stage  effects ;  Beaumarchais  the 
intriguer,  who  would  retain  the  stage  effects  and  get  rid  of  the  past; 
JjA  Fayette  the  hero,  who  would  build  up  a  future  based  on  what  is 
straightforward  and  free  and  real.  The  title  *^  Grandison  Oromwell,' 
given  by  Mirabeau  to  La  Fayette,  was  not  fair,  since,  however  Orandi* 
sonian  may  have  been  La  Fayette's  stately  chivalry  and  however  Orom- 
wellian  his  courage  in  warring  against  established  traditions,  he  had 
not  Grandisou's  want  of  public  spirit,  nor  had  he  Cromwell's  lust  of 
power,  or  his  recklessness  as  to  means,  or  his  tortuousness  of  expres- 
sion. And  superior  as  Oromwell  was  to  La  Fayette  as  a  military  chief, 
it  is  impossible  to  read  the  letters  to  and  from  La  Fayette  and  the 
letters  about  him  in  the  following  pages  without  seeing  that  La  Fay- 
ette took  a  leadiug  part  in  a  great  work  which  Oromwell,  if  he  had 
been  concerned  in,  would  probably  have  destroyed.* 

Doniol,  in  his  late  important  work  on  the  Participation  of  France  in 
the  Establishment  of  the  United  States,  thus  speaks  of  La  Fayette's 
return  to  France  in  September,  1778 : 

''  Tho  luarqais  had  nxxucsted  WusbiDgtou,  from  Boetou,  Septombor  28,  to  aHotr  him 
to  go  to  his  camp.  This  waH  not  for  tho  purpose  of  disoassing  tho  Canada  campaign — 
he  was  acquainted  with  tlio  nufavorable  yiews  of  the  commander-in-ehief  on  the 
subject — but  io  order  to  exphiiu  to  him  the  duty  which  rested  upon  him  of  returning 
to  Franco.  The  events  which  were  believed  to  have  taken  place  in  the  English  Chan- 
ufc],  and  which,  as  he  supposoil,  would  bo  closely  folIowe<l  by  a  French  expedition  to 
England  herself,  were  in  his  nyos  a  paramount  reason  for  his  leaving  America,  He 
communicated  this  reason  to  Congress  on  tho  13th  October,  and  asked  their  assent  to 
his  immediate  return  to  his  native  land.  His  memoirs  and  the  principal  historians  of 
tho  United  States  have  long  ago  related  the  language  with  which  Washington  and 
Congress  granted  him  the  leave  of  absence,  permitting  him  to  remnin  one  of  tlio  gen- 
erals of  America  and  to  plead  the  cause  of  his  adopted  country  at  tho  same  time 
that  ho  resumed  his  rank  in  tho  army  of  France— language  well  fitted  to  inspire  him 
with  that  feeling  of  pride  which  he  retained  to  the  close  of  his  life,  and  which  was 
shared  by  his  countrymen  equally  with  himself.  This  leave  of  absence  was  aocom- 
panted  by  messages  and  recommendations  calculated  to  give  as  much  weight  as  ]kw- 
Bible  to  any  steps  which  ho  might  take.  After  tho  retreat  from  Rhode  Island  Con- 
gress had  thanked  him  for  his  services  in  tho  closing  events  of  the  campaign  by  a 
resolution  of  the  most  formal  and  Hattering  character;  it  now  raised  him  to  the  dig- 
nity of  tho  real  representative  of  the  alliance  between  the  two  countries.    Gerard 

•  See  index,  title  La  Fayette.  For  La  Fayette's  viow  of  the  cabal  against  Wash- 
ington, see  Bupra,  $  11 ;  for  his  political  position  in  France,  see  infra,  $  78. 

'*At  every  period  of  his  life,  and  above  aU  in  his  zeuith.  La  Fayette  displayed  a 
cold  and  grave  exterior,  which  sometimes  gave  to  his  demeanor  an  air  of  timidity 
and  embarrassment  which  did  not  really  belong  to  him.  His  reserved  manners  and 
his  silent  disposition  presented  a  singular  contrast  to  the  petulance,  the  levity,  and 
tho  ostentatious  loquacity  of  persons  of  his  age;  but  under  this  exterior,  to  aU  ap- 
pearances so  phlegmatic,  he  concealed  the  most  active  mind,  the  most  determined 
character,  and  the  most  enthusiastic  spirit."  (2  Segur's  Memoirs,  106,  cited  John 
ston's  Yorktown,  131.) 
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was  aboat  io  write  to  the  admiral  to  give  him  a  passage  on  a  frigate,  if  one  shoald 
bo  sent  to  FraDce.  CoDgress,  antioipating  this  wish,  detached  one  of  the  frigates 
in  Boston  harbor  to  carry  him  homo/'    (3  Doniol,  419,  420.) 

"Ho  had  written  to  the  Dake  of  Ayen  on  the  11th  September:  'The  main  reason  of 
my  retom  is  the  expectation  of  an  invasion  of  England.  I  should  consider  myself 
almost  dishonored  if  I  was  not  there.  I  would  be  so  mortified  and  indignant|  that  I 
would  want  to  drown  myself  or  hang  myself  in  the  English  fashion.  It  would  be 
too  height  of  my  wishes  to  drive  thorn  from  here  and  then  go  to  England.' "  (1  Mem- 
oim  and  Correspondence,  218.) 

On  September  9, 1778,  Oongress  resolved  as  follows : 

**Dt9olvedy  That  the  President  bo  directed  to  write  io  tho  Marquis  do  Lo  Fayette 
that  Congress  has  decided  that  tho  sacrifice  which  ho  made  of  his  own  personal  feel- 
ings when,  in  the  cause  of  tho  United  States,  ho  went  to  Boston  at  the  very  moment 
wbon  an  opportunity  might  present  itself  of  acquiring  glory  on  tho  field  of  battle, 
his  military  zeal  in  returning  to  Rhode  Island,  when  the  greater  part  of  the  army  had 
already  quitted  it,  and  the  measures  which  he  took  to  secure  the  retreat,  entitle  him 
to  the  present  mark  of  the  approbation  of  Congress."    (September  9,  1778.) 

Gerard,  in  a  dispatch  of  October  20, 1778,  thus  si)eaks : 

"  I  mnst  conclude  this  long  dispatch  by  rendering  to  tho  wisdom  and  address  of  tho 
Marquis  do  La  Fayette,  in  that  part  of  these  discussions  which  was  communicated  to 
liim,  all  tho  merit  and  Justice  that  he  deserves.  lie  gave  very  wholesome  advice,  an- 
th(»rir.ed  by  his  friendship  and  his  experience.  lie  was  warmly  urged  to  return  with 
tho  troops  which  the  king  might  send.  lie  replied  with  becomiug  feeling,  but  with 
tlio  most  complete  submission  to  the  king's  will.  1  can  not  holp  remarking  that  the 
no  loss  prudent  than  brave  and  amiable  behavior  of  tlie  Marquis  do  La  Fayette  has 
made  him  tlie  idol  of  Congress  and  of  the  army  and  people  of  America.  His  military 
talonts  aro  held  in  high  estimation.  Ton  know,  my  lord,  how  avorso  I  am  to  flattery, 
but  I  should  be  wanting  in  justice  if  I  failed  to  commnnicato  t.o  you  the  triliutcs  to 
his  worth  which  are  in  tho  mouths  of  every  one  hero  without  any  exception.  I  must 
not  omit  to  odd,  my  lord,  that  when  M.  do  La  Fayctto  consul tc<I  me  as  to  the  manner 
of  tendering  his  resignation,  I  advised  him  to  ask  simply  for  ^n  indefinite  leave  of 
absence;  because  I  knew  that  Congress  would  bo  grieved  by  the  step  which  he  was 
taking,  and  that  he  himself  would  foar  its  being  intorprot.ed  as  a  proof  of  his  being 
disgusted  with  the  service.     He  thought  fit  to  follow  my  mlvico."    (3  Doniol,  422.) 

Fnncy.        |  73,  Qf  Fraiicy,  wliose  iiaino  appears  in  the  following  pages 
as  Beauuiarcliais'  agent  in  Anierica,  we  have  the  following  <qc- 
count  by  Lom6nie: 

He  was  "a  distinguished  young  man,  in  whom  Hoaumarcliais  placed  great  confi- 
dence, and  whom  he  afterwards  sent  as  his  representative  t^  Aniorica,  whore  hn  was 
very  useful  to  hint.     Francy  served  his  patron  loyally,  and,  to  Doauninrcliais'  groat 
satisfaction,  mode  a  large  fortune;    unfortuii.itcly   ho  was  cousuniptive  and  died 
young.    I  have  many  letters  from  him,  which  contain  many  intorosting  dotails  about 
persons  and  things  in  America  at  the  timo  of  the  Ilovolutioi),  and  which,  while  doing 
lienor  to  his  intelligence  and  the  loftinoss  of  liis  scntiniouts,  prove  the  sincerity  and 
"vivacity  of  an  aifeetien  which  was  shared  by  all  who  approached  licauiuarcliais.     I 
vihonid  odd  that  Th6veneau  do  Francy  was  the  younger  brother  of  Thdveucau  do 
^orande,  who  was  mentioned  in  one  of  our  former  cliapters,  but  in  liis  idoa  of  morality 
lie  did  not  resemble  his  brother;  nceordingly  Bnaumarcbais,  while  keeping  one  at  a 
distance,  luul  discerned  the  merit  of  the  <ither  and  had  become  attached  to  him." 
^3  Lomdnie's  Beauroarchais  and  His  Times,  ir>7.) 
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Fraiicy'fl  appearance  in  America  in  behalf  of  Beaumarcliais  ban  been 
already  noticed.* 

BnboarK.  J  74.  Dubonrg  (Jamcs  Barb6  Dabonrg)  was  a  friend  and 
correspondent  of  Franklin  from  1767  till  Dabourg's  death  in 
1770.  He  translated  and  edited  Franklin's  philosophical  works  prior 
to  the  Hevolution,  and  he  distingaished  himself  by  other  literary  pro- 
ductions, the  most  popular  of  which  was  a  work  on  French  botany .f 
To  him  Silivs  Deane  brought  letters  of  introduction  from  Franklin;  and 
it  was  to  Dubourg's  prejudices — natural  enough,  in  view  of  their  re- 
spective antecedents — against  Beaumarchnis  that  a  good  deal  of  tiio 
confusion  as  to  the  latter's  position  is  to  be  traced.  Dnbonrg  was  a 
philosopher  and  philanthropist,  without  any  business  aptitude  what- 
ever; Beaumarchais  a  dramatist,  without  any  philanthropy  whatever, 
but  with  a  singular  genius  for  business  enterprises  that  did  not  require 
time  and  patience.  Dubourg  was  the  first  of  the  two  to  volunteer  his 
services,  but  however  great  may  have  been  his  probity,  his  want  of 
business  capacity  and  of  the  power  of  masking  his  purposes  made  him, 
in  Yergennes'  opinion,  incapable  of  managing  enterprises  which  de- 
pend so  much  on  the  disguise  as  did  the  shipping  of  supplies  to  Con- 
gress. There  is  little  doubt,  however,  that  Dubourg  fully  advised 
Franklin,  on  the  latter's  arrival,  of  Beaumarchais'  failings. 

Lamurgais.        ^  75,  Qf  Lamarg<ais,  who  flits  before  us  in  one  of  the  earlier 
stages  of  Beaumarchais'  negotiations,!  Deane  thus  speaks: 

''I  recollect  that  Mr.  Loo  has  montioued  Count  Lainargais  in  his  corrospoudonce 
with  Monsieur  BoanuiarchaiH,  and  am  informed  that  this  gentleman  has  iu  his  loiters 
been  referred  to.  Count  Lauiargais  is  a  nobleman  who  was  born  to  an  immense 
estate,  the  chief  of  which  ho  has  long  since  dissipated  in  a  wihl  and,  I  may  say,  in 
such  an  eccentric  course  of  life  as  hardly  has  a  parallel  in  France.  He  has  set  up  at 
times  for  a  philosopher,  a  wit,  a  poet;  then  as  suddenly  flew  off  and  engagod  in  bnihl- 
ing,  planting,  or  politics;  ho  was  one  month  for  engaging  in  trade;  tlio  next  a  coun- 
try gentleman  on  his  farm ;  the  third  blazing  in  the  beau  monde  at  Paris;  and,  Franco 
being  insufficient  to  afford  a  variety  of  scenes  equal  to  tho  rostlessnoss  of  his  gonius, 
he  has  constantly  been  shifting  them  from  Paris  to  London  and  from  London  to  Paris. 
In  London  he  set  up  for  a  patriot,  and  engaged  soriously  in  the  disputes  and  parties 
of  the  day,  and,  what  was  very  diverting,  sat  down  for  a  few  weeks  to  study  the  laws 
of  England  in  order  to  confute  Blackstoue.  His  rank,  to  which  his  birth  ontitles 
him,  gives  him  admittance  to  court,  and  the  extravagance  of  his  wit  and  humor 
serves  to  divert  and  please  men  in  high  office,  and  ho  consequently  at  times  fancies 
liimself  in  their  secrets.  This  gentleman  knew  Mr.  Lee  in  London  before  I  arrived 
in  Franco,  and  was  afterwards  often  with  him  at  Paris.  His  character  was  given  mo 
soon  after  my  arrival,  and  I  was  put  on  my  guard  and  warned  by.  tho  minister,  not 
that  he  supposed  him  to  have  designs  unfriendly  either  to  France  or  America,  but 
on  account  of  his  imprudence  and  of  his  being  frequently  in  London  and  with  those 

•  Supra,  $  62. 

t  See  Hale^s  Franklin  iu  Paris,  15^.    See  also  infra,  Committee  of  Correspoadenee 
to  Deane,  Mar.  3,  177G ;  l>eane  to  Committee,  Aug.  10, 1776. 
t  See  Bupraf  $$  52,  62. 
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in  the  oppositioD  in  England  of  whom  tlio  conrt  of  Franco  woro  moro  joalonsf  and 
against  whom  thoy  wore  cqnally  on  their  gnard  as  with  the  British  ministry  tliom- 
aoWes.  As  this  nobleman's  namo  may  be  made  use  of,  I  can  not  dispense  with  toncli- 
ing  lightly  on  the  outlines  of  a  character  extremely  well  known  in  France  and  Eng- 
land, and  to  which  some  gentlemen  in  America  are  no  strangers.''  (Hoase  Doc.  No. 
3,  15th  Cong.|  1st  sees.,  vol.  5,  App.) 

Coant  Brofi:iie;  Wii  poiiMcai        §  70.  Two  brotboFs  of  tliis  liistorical  faniilv  an^ 

referred  to  in  tbo  followiug  pages. 

Victor  Franjpis,  Duo  do  Broglie,  was  bom  in  1718.  After  Horving  in 
Bohemia,  in  Alsace,  and  in  Qermaii}*,  lie  was  nnule  marshal  of  Franco 
in  1759,  in  ^hicli  position  lie  sbowe<1,  according  to  Jomini,  much  skill. 
Falling  into  disgraco  after  the  battle  of  Corbacb,  be  was  not  restored 
to  favor  until  17G4,  when  tbe  king  gave  liim  the  government  of  the 
Trois  Ev^b^.  Under  Ix>nis  XYl  he  took  high  military  position  and 
became  secretary  of  war.  He  left  France,  however,  after  the  king's 
execution,  and  was  in  command  of  the  first  emigrant  troop  that  en- 
tered into  tbe  allied  ranks  against  France.  With  the  allies  he  served 
in  several  camx)a]gns,  and  died  in  Germany  in  1804. 

Charles  Francis  Broglie,  tbe  "Count"  iJroglie  with  whom  we  have 
more  particular  comjcrn  (brother  of  Victor  Franjois),  was  born  in  1719. 
He  was  French  ambassador  to  Poland  in  1752,  his  object,  in  which  ho 
had  little  success,  being  to  retard  Polish  absorption  in  Ilussia.  In  the 
Seven  Years'  War  be  took  an  active  part.  After  this  war  he  was  em 
ployed  in  the  secret  diplomiicy  of  Louis  XV,  bis  performances  in  this 
line  being  narrated  in  the  curious  work  The  King's  Secret,  by  the  Due 
Charles  Jacques  de  Broglie,  in  1778.  After  tbe  war  of  1778  against 
England  was  declared.  Count  Broglie  applied  for  tbe  command  of  an 
armed  camp  forming  in  Nonnandy  for  an  invnsion  of  England,  bnt  this 
appointment  was  refnsed,  and,  despairing  of  the  promotion,  be  en- 
gaged in  unwise  litigation,  in  order  to  obtain  tbe  condemnation  of 
those  who  he  tliouglit  unjustly  prevented  bis  advancement.  This  em- 
bittered tbe  remainder  of  bis  life,  and  be  died  in  1781,  as  mucli,  bis 
biographer  tells  us,  from  despair  and  disappointment  as  from  disease.* 

Count  Broglie's  iniimate  connection  with  the  secret  policy  of  Louis 
XV  brought  on  bim  the  disfavor  of  Louis  XVI.  Vergcnnes,  however,! 
removed  the  ban  so  far  as  to  restore  the  count  to  employment,  though 
not  to  favor.  He  had,  in  the  fall  of  1774,  high  provincial  military  com- 
mand given  to  him,  and  his  jwsition  was  strengthened  by  the  report  of 
the  two  ministers  to  whom  his  case  bad  been  referred,  that  in  his  con- 
duct be  bad  acted  under  the  express  directions  of  the  deceiused  king. 
But  tbe  Coant,  who,  in  an  opinion  indorsed  by  Doniol,  was  distin- 
guished as  much  for  recklessness  as  for  ability,  could  not  believe  that 
his  return  to  favor  had  been  but  partial.     He  had  been  oucof  tJie  most 

•  Tlie  history  both  of  Mai-slinl  and  of  Count  Broglie  is  ably  given  in  Dr.  Still6'9 
article  on  Broglie  in  the  Ponu.  Mag.  of  Anior.  llistory,  etc.,  Ikir  Jan.,  1888. 
t  See  3  Doniol,  6^(5. 
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accomplished  geuerals  iu  the  prior  war.  He  bad  strong  friends  in  the 
administration.  He  naturally  sought  a  field  of  action  suitable  to  bis 
past  services  and  to  the  rank  which  his  family  had  obtained.  At  what 
time  he  looked  to  America  as  the  theater  in  which  the  anxieties  of  his 
past  could  be  obliterated  and  new  renown  won*  is  not  certain.  It  is 
clear  that  he  had  no  part  in  the  movements  in  behalf  of  America  which 
took  place  prior  to  the  fall  of  1775;  but  towards  the  end  of  that  year 
he  was  in  confereuce^  as  to  American  affairs,  with  Kalb,  who  was  one 
of  his  brother's  staff,  and  whom,  as  we  will  see,  Ghoiseul  had  sent  to 
America  in  17G9  as  a  secret  agent  to  report  on  the  then  relations  of  the 
Oolonies  to  tlie  mother  country.  Of  Count  Broglie  Horace  Walpole 
tlius  speaks : 

"  If  ho  is  at  PariB,  yoa  will  soo  a  good  deal  of  tho  Comto  do  Broglie  at  Madame  de 
DofTand's.  He  is  not  a  gonitis  or  the  first  wator,  but  somotiinos  agreeable.''  (Horoee 
Walpolo  to  Conway,  Sept.  28, 1774;  6  Canningbam's  Walpole, -128.) 

siiRgoeted^iw  American  gon-      §  77.  In  a  dispatch  from  Dcano  to  the  commit- 
tee of  secret  correspondence,  under  date  of  De- 
cember G,  177G,  is  the  following,  which  is  omitted  in  Sparks'  edition, 
and  is  now  taken  from  the  original  in  the  Department  of  State: 

"  I  submit  ono  thonglit  to  you,  wbetber,  if  you  could  ongago  a  great  general  of  tbe 
liighost  character  in  li^uropo,  such  for  instance  as  Prince  Ferdinand,  Marshal  Broglie, 
or  others  of  equal  rank,  to  take  the  lead  of  your  armies — whothor  such  a  step  would 
not  he  politic,  as  it  would  give  a  character  and  credit  to  your  military,  and  strike 
perhaps  a  greater  panic  in  our  onemios.  I  only  suggest  the  thought,  and  leave  yoa 
to  confer  with  tho  Baron  do  Kalb  on  the  subject  at  largo. '^  * 

K<ilb,  as  we  will  presently  see,  was  preparing  at  this  time  for  his 
voyage  to  America.  On  December  11,  1706,  Broglie  addressed  him  a 
letter,  which  is  thus  translated  in  tbe  American  edition  of  Kappas  Life 
of  Kalb,  page  94 : 

"  I  do  not  doubt  that  tho  plan  coinninnicatod  to  you  by  M.  Dubois  meets  your  eo- 
tiro  approbation.  It  is  clearly  indisponsablo  to  tho  pornianonco  of  tho  work.  A 
military  and  political  leader  is  wanted,  a  man  fitted  to  carry  the  weight  of  authority 
iu  the  dolony,  to  utiit'O  its  parties,  to  assign  to  eacli  his  place,  to  attract  a  large  uum- 
bnr  of  persons  of  all  classes  and  carry  thorn  along  with  him ;  not  courtiers,  but  brave, 
efTlciout,  aud  well  odncatod  oirtcors,  who  cunnde  in  their  superior,  and  repose  im- 
plicit faith  iu  him.  Tliore  need  not  bo  many  grades  of  a  higher  order,  but  there  is 
need  of  some,  because  tho  corps  and  tho  country  are  separate  from  each  other;  not 
but  that  tliere  is  room  enough  for  a  number  of  persons  from  among  whom  a  selection 
may  bo  made.  Tho  main  point  of  the  mission  with  which  you  have  been  iutrasted 
will,  therefore,  consist  iu  explaining  tho  advantage,  or  rather  the  absolute  necessity, 
of  tho  device  of  a  man  who  would  have  to  be  invested  with  the  power  of  bringing 
his  assistants  with  him,  and  of  assigning  to  each  tho  position  for  which  he  should 
judge  him  to  bo  fitted.  Tho  rank  of  the  candidate  would  have  to  be  of  the  lirst  euii- 
nenco,  such,  for  instance,  as  tliat  of  tho  Prince  of  Nassau.  His  functions,  however, 
would  have  to  bo  connncd  to  the  army,  excluding  tlie  civil  service,  with,  perhaps, 
tho  single  exception  of  tlio  political  negotiations  with  foreign  powers.     In  proposing 


•See  nolo  to  tliis  lotr^^r,  infra,  under  date  of  Doe.  6,  177G. 
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$uch  a  man,  you  muBt,  of  course,  not  appear  to  know  whefher  he  entertains  any  wieh  for 
$uoh  a  position  ;^  *  but  at  the  nanio  time  yon  niust  intiinatc  tliat  nothiug  but  tbe  moat 
favorable  stipulations  would  inilnce  bim  to  make  the  sacrifices  expected  of  him.  You 
would  have  to  observe  that  three  years  would  be  the  longest  period  for  which  ho 
could  possibly  bind  himself,  that  he  would  claim  a  fixed  salary,  to  contiunc  after  the 
expiration  of  that  period  of  sorvice,  and  that  on  no  account  wonld  he  consent  to  ex- 
patriate himself  forever.  What  should  make  you  particularly  explicit  on  this  point 
is  that  the  assurance  of  the  man's  return  to  France  f  at  the  end  of  throe  years  will 
remove  every  apprehension  in  regard  to  the  powers  to  be  conferred,  and  will  remove 
oven  the  semblance  of  an  ambitious  design  to  become  the  sovereign  of  the  new  re- 
public. You  will,  therefore,  content  yourself  with  stipulating  for  a  military  author- 
ity for  the  person  in  question,  who  would  unite  the  position  of  a  general  and  president 
of  tlio  council  of  war,  with  the  title  of  generalissimo,  fiohl  nnirshal,  etc.  Of  course 
large  iiecuniary  considerations  would  have  to  be  obtained  for  the  preparations  for 
the  Journey  and  for  the  Jonrney  itself,  and  a  liberal  salary  for  the  return  home,  mnch 
in  the  same  manner  as  has  been  in  the  case  of  Prince  Ferdinand.  You  can  give  the 
assurance  that  such  a  measure  will  bring  order  and  economy  into  the  public  expenses, 
that  it  will  reimburse  its  cost  a  hundred  fold  in  a  single  campaign,  and  that  the  choice 
of  officers  who  follow  their  leader  at  his  word  and  form  attachment  to  his  person  is 
worth  more  than  the  reeufurcenient  of  the  army  with  ten  or  twenty  thousand  men. 
Yon  will  know  the  persons  who  adhere  to  this  leader  and  the  unlimited  number  of  suhal- 
terns;  yon  know  that  lliey  are  not  courtiers,  but  excellent  and  well-bred  sol- 
diers; you  know  better  than  others  the  great  difference  betiPeen  the  one  candidate  and  the 
othiT,\  and  will  lay  particular  stress  upon  this  point.  You  will  be  ccpially  mindful 
to  dwell  upon  the  cfibct  necessarily  produced  by  such  an  appointment  on  its  mere 
annf>uncement  in  Europe.  Even  in  a  good  European  army  everything  depends  upon 
the  soleotion  of  a  goo<l  commander-in-chief;  how  mnch  more  in  a  cause  where  every- 
thing has  got  to  be  selecte<l  and  adjusted.  It  is  not  easy  to  find  a  man  qualified  for 
such  a  task  and  at  the  same  time  willing  io  undertake  it.  If  matters  down  there-^ 
'  h\  has' — should  turn  out  well,  yon  should  induce  Congress  imnicdiat4)1y  to  send  little 
Dubois  back  to  Mr.  Denno  with  full  powers  and  directions.  These  powers  should  be 
limited  in  no  respect,  except  in  so  far  as  to  remove  all  danger  of  a  too  extensive  use 
of  the  civil  authority,  or  of  ambitious  schemes  for  dominion  over  the  republic.  The 
desire  Is  to  houseful  to  tlie  republic  in  a  political  and  military  way,  but  with  all  the 
appropriate  honors,  dignities,  and  powers  ovor  subordinate  fuuctionaries ;  in  short., 
with  a  well  ordered  jiowcr." 

On  December  17,  177G,  Kalb  addressed  to  Deano  a  paper  entitled 
**  Projet  dont  rex6ciitio!i  deciderjiit  pcnt-etre  lo  Kucce-s  de  la  cause  do 
la  Iibert6  des  iStatsUnis  (rAnieriquo  sans  qtie  la  conr  de  France  parfit 
y  avoir  pour  le  present  la  nioindre  part." 

Of  tins  paper  Dr.  O.  J.  SMIlc,  in  liis  excellent  nionopjrapli  on  I3ro- 
plie,  published  in  the  Pennsylvania  Mai^azine  of  History,  vol.  xi,  378, 
gives  the  following  extract: 

"In  comparing  the  condition  of  the  United  States  with  that  of  Holland  when  it 
nnfTcrcd  from  the  tyranny  of  its  sovorrigu,  I  tiiink  that  the  sanio  RyHtoni  which  jirovcd 
HO  advantageous  for  the  oHtabliHliniont  of  tlio  republic  in  tlio  Ltiw  (/ountrius  wonld 
|)ro<luco  a  similar  effect  in  the  United  States. 


•  This  points  to  Broglio  himself,  since  the  Princo  of  Nassau,  who  was  introduced  as 
a  mere  mask,  does  not  appear  to  have  ever  indicated  any  dcHlroH  on  the  subject  which 
it  wonld  be  the  duty  of  Kalb  to  concede. 

tThiH  excludes  the  Prince  of  Nassau,  and  points  directly  to  tlio  Count  do  Hroglio. 

t  That  is,  botwoon  the  Princo  of  NasMau  and  Count  do  Hro'^lin. 
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**  Tlio  bof^inning  of  tbo  Revolution  in  America  in  an  rvout  of  tho  ntniost  importance 
to  all  tho  European  powers,  bat  especially  to  Franco,  which  would  take  any  nieaBore 
to  tiring  about  tho  formal  separation  of  the  Colonies  from  the  mother  ooantry  which 
(lid  not  involve  war  with  England.  This  is  to  be  inferred  from  the  aid  already 
secretly  furnished  by  France  to  the  Americans. 

'*nut  in  my  opinion  what  is  necessary  for  these  Htates,  now  in  the  position  of  mere 
vshildren,  is  some  foreign  troops,  and  especially  a  commander  of  a  high  reputation  in 
Europe — one  whoso  capacity  for  commanding  an  army  is  eqnal  to  tliat  of  the  Duke 
of  Brunswick  or  Frederick  the  Great,  who  should  unite  a  name  maile  illustrious  by 
many  heroes  to  a  long  military  experience,  and  to  qualities  fltte«i  lo  conduct  such 
an  enterprise  with  prudence,  integrity,  and  economy,  nndor  the  control  of  Con- 
grcvw.*' 

*  "After  stating,''  to  adopt  Dr.  Stilld's  nummary,  "that  America  can  raise  one 
hundred  thouRand  troops,  bravo  men  indeed,  but  few  trained  onicers,  he  speaks  in 
complimentary  tonus  of  tho  merits  and  services  of  Washington,  but  then  goes  on 
to  say: 

<*  *  That  Congress  itself  seems  to  admit  that  it  has  need  of  foreign  aid  is  olear,  since 
it  has  applied  to  France  for  arms  and  for  offieen;  that  many  hail  boon  enrolled  who 
wore  very  inferior  persons;  and  that  evidently  what  Congress  needed  most,  by  its 
own  admission,  wa.s  tlio  election  of  a  chief  commander,  who  should  havo  power  to 
choose  his  own  subordinates,  and  that  of  course  such  a  chief  would  select  the  best, 
who  would  bo  Froncliinen,  and  willing  to  follow  wherever  he  would  lead.' 

"  He  thinks,"  so  Dr.  StilhS  continnes,  "that  the  appointment  of  such  a  man  to  tho 
supronio  coiunmnd  would  be  equal  to  a<blitional  force  of  twenty  thousand  men,  wonM 
double  tho  ofTlciency  of  the  American  army,  and  especially  that  it  would  completely 
control  in  the  Intorost  of  economy  the  military  expenses. 

*' The  writer  is  quite  certain  that  such  a  man  can  be  found  in  France;  that  bin 
name,  when  announced,  will  unite  all  lovers  of  America  and  all  capable  soldiers  in 
Europe.  His  terms  would  probably  be  his  appointment  as  field  marshal  and  general- 
issimo, with  a  considerable  sum  of  ready  money  for  tho  snpport  of  his  family  during 
his  absence  from  Franco. 

"In  reply  to  the  objections  which  may  be  made  to  this  scheme,  as  that  a  man  with 
such  extended  powers,  with  a  large  number  of  his  oflicers  completely  subject  to  him, 
might  be  tempted  to  destroy  the  liberties  of  the  country  and  make  himself  its  master, 
he  replies:  (1)  That  his  power  would  be  subordinate  to  that  of  Congress,  and  that  he 
would  have  the  military  control  only.  (2)  That  ho  (the  writer)  would  risk  his  head 
that  the  noble  and  generous  heart  of  his  chief  would  be  incapable  of  anything  of  the 
kind.  After  this  assurance  he  spenks  of  the  self-denial  which  the  proposeil  chief  will 
be  forced  to  impose  upon  himself  in  leaving  France,  where  hois  on  the  point  of  being 
named  mar^chal^  and  that,  therefore,  it  should  be  understood  that  if  the  Americans 
have  need  of  his  services  they  should  ask  the  King  of  France  to  name  their  general- 
issimo duke  and  peer  of  France. 

"He  concludoR  by  leaving  the  whole  subject  in  the  hands  of  Messrs.  Franklin  and 
Deane,  only  urging  them  to  profound  secrecy  in  regard  to  the  project  which  he  had 
submitted  to  them." 

From  the  then  Rtandpoint  of  Broglie  thore  was  nothing  strange  in 
the  idea  tliat  a  European  sohlier  of  high  social  and  political  rank  should 
be  proffered  to  lead  tho  American  Colonies  in  their  revolt.  Poland,  to 
which  Kalb  had  previously  gone  on  a  mission  similar  to  that  with  which 
he  was  now  intrusted,  had  been  for  many  years  the  object  of  enterprises 
of  this  very  kind;  Ilussia  and  France  each  in  turn  proffering  subjects 
of  distinction  as  candidates  for  tho  throne,  while  noble  aspirants  of 
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various  grades  entered  the  contest  on  their  own  behalf,  Don  John  of 
Austria  had  been  spoken  of  for  an  oriental  sovereignty^  ]  Leicester,  in 
Queen  Elizabeth's  time,  and  Marlborough,  in  the  time  of  Queen  Anne, 
received  offers  of  the  Government  of  The  Netherlands.  Wallenstein's 
aspirations  for  the  imperial  crown  were  regarded  as  but  natural  in  view 
of  his  splendid  military  gifts  and  daring  ambition.  In  after  years 
Dernadotte  was  elected  to  the  Swedish  throne,  and  Maximilian  sent  by 
Ijouis  Napoleon  to  govern  Mexico.  We  have  no  right,  therefore,  to  be 
surprised  that  Kalb,  unaware  of  Washington's  character  and  position 
and  as  yet  imperfectly  acquainted  with  that  rude  independence  and 
impatience  of  foreign  control  by  w  liich  the  American  character  was 
marked,  should  have  looked  upon  Broglie's  election  to  an  American 
dictatorship  as  feasible;  and  it  is  no  more  strange  that  he  should  have 
conceived  such  a  project  before  his  voyage  than  that  he  should  have 
abandoned  it  in  America  when  he  saw  how  things  actually  were.  But 
it  is  a  matter  of  suprise  that  Doane  should  have  gravely  recommended 
such  a  project  to  Congress. 

In  this  connection  may  be  considered  the  following  letters  from  copies 
of  the  dispatches  of  Stormont,  British  minister  at  Paris,  to  Weymouth, 
British  secretary  of  state. 

"  Coant  Urofi^lie  certainly  kcops  ap  a  oorrospondeuco  with  the  rebel  ngoiitR.  T 
know  that  a  letter  directed  to  him  was  seen  lyinjic  npon  Doano's  tnblo."  (Stormont  to 
Weymonth,  Ang.  16,  1776.) 

"  Though  I  can  by  no  means  warrant  the  intelligence  I  am  going  to  give  yonr  lord- 
ship, yet  it  is  of  too  important  a  nature  to  be  passed  over  in  silence.  I  will  give  it  to 
you,  my  lord,  exactly  as  1  have  rccoived  it. 

"Tlio  French  ministors  not  only  disavow  all  engagements  with  the  American  Colon- 
ics, bnt  have  endeavored  to  trace  to  the  bottom  the  cause  of  their  lying  under  that  sus- 
picion, and  have,  in  the  course  of  their  researches,  made  a  very  extraordinary  dis- 
covery. They  have  found  that  Count  Uro<;lie  has  for  many  months  i>ast  carried  on 
a  secret  correspondence  with  the  jiriucipal  members  of  the  Congress,  upon  whom  ho 
passed  himself  as  a  man  authorized  by  government  to  treat  with  them.  His  rank 
and  name  deceived  thorn  ;  they  thought  they  were  treating  with  a  minister  secretly 
authorized  by  this  court,  and  offered  him  the  conmiand  of  their  army  and  very 
large  appointments.  Ho,  on  his  part,  engaged  to  furnish  a  body  of  six  thousand 
men,  three  hundred  otTiccrs  thirty  of  them  oDicors  of  artillery,  and  eighty-four 
pieces  of  cannon,  all  of  them  eight-pounders.  These  secret  engagements  raised  the 
hopes  of  Congress,  aud  wore  one  of  the  principal  reasons  that  determined  them  to 
pass  the  act  of  iudcpondcuco,  but  finding  that  the  articles  of  Count  Broglie's  conven- 
tion with  them  were  not  exocutcd,  they  began  to  conceive  some  suspicions,  and  com- 
plained of  the  conduct  of  their  secret  emissaries  here.  Dr.  Franklin,  who  had  it 
in  his  instructions  to  try  to  unveil  this  mystery,  has  discovered  all  Count  Kroglio's 
secret  maneuvers. 

<' It  is  still  uncertain  what  steps  the  ministers  will  take,  whether  they  will  paxs 
the  whole  over  in  silence,  or  resent  the  conduct  of  Count  Broglie  and  the  unwar- 
rantable use  he  has  made  of  their  nam  e.^'    (Stormont  to  Weymouth,  Feb.  5, 1777.) 

It  is  not  unlikely  that  Franklin,  having  some  glimpse  of  Count 
Broglie's  aspirations,  should  liavo  mystified  one  of  Stonnout's  "inter- 
viewers "  by  pcrsiilagc,  such  as  that  Stormont  includes  in  Uv<^v\i\i^^^<Jcv^- 
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pntcb.  Or  it  may  be  that  in  retaliation  for  the  fabricated  ^^  intercepted 
letters  ^  published  in  England,  some  members  of  the  French  ministry 
may  have  been  the  means  of  the  statement  reaching  Stormout. 

That  Arthur  Lee  was  at  least  cognizant  of  a  movement  of  this  char- 
acter may  be  inferred  from  his  letter  of  February  14, 1776,  to  Golden,* 
in  which,  writing  under  disguise,  he  says : 

'*  A  gonoral  of  the  first  rank  and  abilitios  would  go  ovor  if  the  Congress  would 
Autliorizo  any  ono  to  promise  him  a  proper  reception.  This  I  bad  from  Mr.  Lee,  agent 
f(»r  Massachusetts,  hut  it  must  be  secret  with  you,  as  I  was  not  to  mention  it." 

This  '*  general  ^  could  scarcely  have  been  General  Gharlcs  Lee,  who 
never  attained  a  higher  rank  than  colonel  in  the  British  service.  Mr.* 
Bancroft  thus  summarizes  the  facts  as  given  in  Broglie's  letter  to  Kalb 
above  quoted: 

"The  Count  de  Broglie,  disclaiming  the  ambition  of  being  sovereign  of  the  United 
8t-ates,  insinuated  his  willingness  to  bo  for  a  period  of  years  its  William  of  Orange, 
provided  he  could  be  assured  of  a  large  grant  of  money  before  embarkation,  an 
ample  revenue,  the  direction  of  foreign  relations  during  his  command,  and  a  princely 
annuity  for  life  after  his  return/'    (G  Bancroft's  United  States,  519.) 

In  a  report  to  the  British  Government  by  "  Edwards,"  a  spy  in  their 
employment,  under  date  of  January  25,  1777,  it  is  said,  ''The  Gount  de 
Broglie  offered  Mr.  Deane  to  t^ike  the  command  of  the  rebel  army  gratis.^' 
Two  inferences  may  bo  drawn  from  this:  (1)  That  there  was  a  rumor 
afloat  as  to  Gount  Broglie  offering  his  services,  such  a  rumor  as  might 
arise  from  loose  talk  on  the  part  of  Deane,  or  of  some  ono  of  the  Broglie 
clientage;  (2)  That  **  Edwards"  had  not  accurate  information  of  the  posi- 
tion, since,  if  he  had,  he  would  not  have  made  so  gross  a  blunder  as  that 
of  saying  that  Broglie  offered  to  serve  ^^gratisJ^ 

Early  in  1777,  however,  all  idea  of  a  French  dictatorship  in  America 
disappeared. 

'*  La  maison''  (says  Dnniol,  ii,  31C)  ''qn'il  habitait  iV  Passy  n'6tait  pas  devennelo 
rendcz-vonsdes  politiquos  ct  dos  gazoticrsBOiilonicut;  dcs  niilit.'iires  du  plus  hant  rang 
▼enaiont  le  f61icitcr  dcs  plans  suivis  par  Washington.  Lcs  ni:ir6chaux  Maillehoisot 
do  Broglie  s'dtaiont  plud  :\  Ini  apportcr  lour  approbation  formollu." 

DeJine's  conferences  with  Broglie,  so  far  as  they  involved  any  offer  of 
chief  military  command,  were  not  only  unauthorized  by  Congress,  but 
conld  not  have  been  regarded  by  him  at  the  time  he  made  them  as  any- 
thing more  than  a  compliment,  which  wjis  sufficiently  backed  up  by  him 
in  the  letter  to  Congress  quoted  above.  Congress  took  no  notice  of  the 
suggestion,  nor,  after  Kalb's  arrival  in  America,  when  he  had  the 
opportunity  of  seeing  what  was  the  state  of  the  country,  did  it  again 
emerge,  f 

•Scetw/ra,  J  141. 

t  In  the  Stormout  Papers,  forming;  part  of  the  Sparks  CollocMon,  Harvard  College, 
(No.  59),  are  several  rcferoncos  to  **  lirogliu^H  **  activity  in  dtHpatehos  sent  by  Stoniiout 
in  the  early  part  of  1777. 
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ProDoh  Toiuntocni, obaraoUir.        5  78.  The  Freiicli  wlio  took  amis  ill  the  rovolu- 
▼Ilia.   AritiiMid.   Borthior.    tioiiarv  caiise  iiittv  bo  divided  iuto  three  clsvsses : 

Victor     Umelie.     Chailos  ..    „,.  ,  ,  «.        ^  .. 

<ca8trkM).  chMteiiux.  Ci»-  ( I)  The  raiik  and  Ale  of  tlie  armies  sent  over  by 
i>orUiK  Koiw^n.  Fionry.  Louis  XVI.  Theso  cainc  over  siiuply  under  or- 
Liuiioiu.AioxaniiorL:imoth.  ders,  With  i\s  littlo  volition  Oil  their  part  ad  would 
]i!!!lmm.  ^  flS^nr^  Vmii^l^,  havo  booii  the  case  had  they  been  sent  to  Poland 
ch^H^  v&\''^^^^  or  to  Turkey.  Thesaineniay  besaidof  theiiavy, 
beau,  Dupouooau.  lucludinff  the  ofllcers,  ainong^  whom  there  were 

very  few  who  were  volunteers. 

(2)  Adventurers  who  infested  the  American  legation  with  applications 
for  commissions  and  for  money,  and  who  would,  in  most  Ciises,  have 
l>een  ready  to  enter  into  any  service  that  would  offer  them  pay  and 
emoluments.*  In  speaking  of  this  chiss  Abbe  Itobin,  in  his  Nouvcau 
Voyage  dans  FAmerique  Septentrional  thus  writes:  "The  greater  num- 
ber of  the  first  French  who  came  to  America  when  the  lie  volution  broke 
out  were  raou crippled  with  debts  and  without  reputation  at  home,  who, 
announcing  themselves  by  assumed  titles  and  false  names,  obtiiined  dis- 
tinguishetl  rank  in  the  American  army,  received  considerable  advances 
in  money,  and  disapi>eared  at  01100."!  No  doubt  Deaue  was  imposed 
upon,  as  is  elsewhere  seen,  by  disreputsible  adventurers,  who  were  of 
the  saiiie  type  sis  those  who  in  our  own  days  hurry  to  enter  into  serv- 
ice in  foreign  insurrections.  But  the  only  Ciise  of  an  ollicer  obtaining 
"distinguished  rank  in  the  American  army  under  a  false  title"  was 
that  of  Kalb ;  and  though  this  eminent  and  gallant  soldier  had  no  claim 
to  the  title  of  "baron,'*  yet  that  title  was  given  to  him  by  the  French 
military  authorities,  and  wtvs  passed  tons  from  them.  There  was,  it  is 
true,  a  little  occi\sional  exaggeration  by  the  early  volunteers  of  their 
home  military  rank,  but  in  no  case  was  this  exaggeration  the  means  of 
winning  high  American  commissions. 

(3)  Yonng  nobles,  ollicers  in  the  French  army,  who  came  over  as  vol- 
unteers, leiiving,  ill  order  to  enter  into  the  American  service,  high  social 
])ositions  as  well  as  the  prospect  of  that  military  promotion  which  in 
France  the  nobility  could  then  almost  exclusively  command.  These 
young  oflicers  oflerod  themselves  for  American  vservice  under  the  stress 
of  that  enthusiasm  for  liberty  which  was  then  beginning  to  work  power- 

*  See  a  carious  "lutcrcoplod"  loiter  of  Baron  do  BouHtoitiu  in  Loiulon  Cbrouicio 
of  July  1-3,  1779. 

The  Historical  Society  of  Poun8;ylvaiiia  contains  copies  of  tlio  following :  Extrait  iln 
Journal  (Vnn  ofllcier  de  In  marine  ile  Tcscadre  do  M.  lo  conite  D'Estaing,  1782.  Abr6g6 
flo  la  H6volation  do  PAmdriquo  anglaise,  par  M.  *  *  **  anidricain,  Yvordon,  1779, 

t  See  3  Penn.  Mag.  of  History,  etc.,  515.  A  letter  to  Count  Broglie  by  a  French  oQicor 
in  America  (3  Don iol,  21G)  gives  a  startling  account  of  tho  quality  of  the  French  odiccrs 
then  offering  to  serve  Congress.  Most  of  those  in  Charleston,  8.  C,  on  the  arrival 
of  the  Viotoire,  in  June,  1777,  are  described  as  covered  with  debts,  some  driven  from 
their  regiroeuttt,  some  whom  the  governors  of  colonies  had  sent  out  to  get  rid  of  thorn. 
At  first  those  adventurers  were  well  received,  but  soon  they  fell  into  a  disgrace 
irhioh  their  nation  as  a  whole  had  to  bear. 
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fully  ill  Fniuco.  It  is  not  strauge  that  it  should  biivo  been  so.  The 
fact  that  literaturo  iu  the  thou  state  of  France  reached  only  the  priv- 
ileged classes  made  it  operate  with  concentrated  edectiveness  on  those 
classes  as  it  thus  became  a  badge  of  privilege;  and  French  literaturo 
was  then  dominated  by  two  liberal  impulses  of  unexampled  power, 
that  towards  individual  liberty,  started  by  Voltaire,  and  that  of  social- 
istic liberty,  started  by  Rosseau.  It  was  natural  that  the  young  nobility 
should  be  seized  by  this  enthusiasm.  The  nobility  had  been  deprived 
of  i)olitical  power  under  Richelieu  and  Louis  XIV.  Court  distinction, 
which  was  all  that  remained  to  them,  had  become  so  loathsome  under 
Louis  XV,  that  few  generous  minds  could  contemplate  court  life  with- 
out disgust.  The  court,  indeed,  under  Louis  XVI  was  decorous,  yet 
this  very  decoruui  took  away  from  court  life  the  luster,  meretricious  as 
it  was,  under  which  it  h:ul  previously  shown.  Then  came  tlie  American 
Itevolution.  By  Franklin's  presence  in  France  the  cause  of  this  Revo- 
lution was  allied  to  that  of  literature  and  science.  In  itself  it  opened 
to  generous,  chivalric,  cultivated  young  officers  the  only  field  of  dis- 
tinction accessible  to  them.  These  officers  were  almost  exclusively 
nobles,  someof  them  representing  families  of  the  highest  rank.  They  be- 
came the  connecting  links  between  the  two  revolutions.  They  brought 
from  France  the  impulses  which  were  then  working  to  effect  a  revolu- 
tion not  only  political,  but  social  and  economical.  They  carried  back 
to  France  from  America  these  impulses  more  or  less  modified  by  their 
American  experience.  Of  these  young  nobles,  infusing  as  they  did 
something  of  the  temper  of  French  liberalism  into  the  American  Revo- 
lution and  something  of  the  temper  of  American  liberalism  into  the 
French  revolution,  a  few  words  may  now  be  said  iu  detail.  They  were 
not  formal  diplomatists,  but  they  took  aud  brought  back,  by  their 
actions,  messages  of  grccat  moment  to  the  nation  to  whom  they  came 
and  the  nation  to  which  they  returned. 

La  Fayette,  in  his  relations  to  Auierica,  has  been  already 
"^^  '  spoken  of.*  n)f  his  position  in  European  politics  no  terser 
or  truer  summary  can  be  found  than  that  given  by  Charles  X.  *'IIe 
and  I,"  so  said  tliat  most  unwavering  of  absolutist  princes,  '*  are  the 
only  two  perfectly  consistent  men  in  France;  he,  in  his  unilinching de- 
votion to  constitutional  liberalism ;  I,  in  my  equally  unfiinching  devo- 
tion to  monarchy  without  a  constitution."  La  Fayette,  when  he  entered 
the  National  Assembly,  insisted  on,  as  essentials  to  good  government: 
First,  a  bill  of  rights,  embracing  the  main  safeguards  contained  in  the 
Declaration  of  American  Independence  and  in  the  Amendments  to  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States.  Second,  the  distribution  of  power 
in  three  coordinate  departments — legislative,  executive,  and  judicial. 
The  bill  of  rights  he  readily  succeeded  in  carrying  not  only  promptlyi 
but  with  immense  enthusiasm  on  the  part  of  the  Assembly ;  but  earn- 

*  Supra,  $  72.    As  to  La  Fayotto's  Virginia  campaigns,  boo  6  Mag.  of  Amor.  History, 
340. 
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cstly  aud  eveu  imsaionately  as  he  advocated  it,  lie  did  not  Bucceed  iu 
the  second  and  most  essential  proposition,  that  of  investing  the  exec- 
utive and  the  judiciary  with  powers  co-ordinate  with  the  legislature. 
lUit  to  this  position  he  adhered,  true  to  liberty,  and  at  the  same  time 
t  rue  to  the  belief  that  liberty  was  as  much  endangered  by  legislative 
or  x)opular  as  by  executive  usurpation.  It  was  his  fidelity  to  this  last 
conviction  that  caused  him  to  be  persecuted  in  turn  by  the  revolution- 
ary convention  of  1793,  by  Napoleon,  and  by  tlie  Bourbons  J 

Among  the  French  nobles  who  came  to  us  under  the  same  impulse  as 
La  Fayette  the  following  may  be  mentioned,  taking  them  iu  alphabeti- 
cal order : 

^  Francis  (Comte  d')  Aboville  was  born  at  Brest  in  1730. 

He  came  to  America  as  a  volunteer  in  1778,  and  served  in 
America  as  colonel  under  Eochambeau.  Beturning  to  France,  he  was 
made  a  general  of  brigade  in  1789  and  a  general  of  division  in  1792,  in 
which  position,  being  in  command  of  the  armies  of  the  north  and  of  Ar- 
dennes, he  denounced  the  treason  of  Dumouriez.  After  the  18th  of 
Brumaire  he  became  successively  first  inspector-general  of  artillery, 
senator,  and  governor  of  Brest.  His  position  had  been  that  of  a  liberal 
constitutionalist  of  the  Giroude  type^  and  he  remained  in  comparative 
seclusion  during  the  Empire.  When  Lonis  XYIII  returned  and  pro- 
claimed a  constitution  tolerably  liberal  he  was  supported  by  Aboville, 
who  held  high  military  ofQce  until  his  de^vth  iu  1815. 

Oharles  Armand  Tufin,  Marquis  de  laKouarie,  was  born  iu 

1756,  in  Brittany.  Ilis  early  life  was  at  least  sufficiently 
adventurous.  He  fought  a  duel  when  not  much  more  than  a  boy  to  sus- 
tain his  pretensions  to  a  beautiful  actress ;  and  then,  as  a  way  of  either 
making  amends  for  his  folly  or  evading  domestic  discipline,  he  hid  him- 
self for  a  while  in  a  Trappist  monastery.  This,  however,  he  could  not 
long  endure,  and,  seized  with  enthusiasm  for  America,  he  took  pivssage 
in  March,  177C,  for  Philadelphia.  Tlie  ship,  which  was  chased  by  Brit- 
ish cruisers,  was  run  aground  on  Delaware  Bay,  her  papers,  passengers, 
and  crew  being  saved.  On  May  10,  Armand  was  commissioned  by 
Congress  as  colonel,  and  he  was  authorized  to  raise  a  corps  of  French- 
men for  the  Continental  service.*  lie  was  with  La  Fayette  in  an  en- 
counter at  Gloucester  in  November,  1777,  and  took  part  in  the  engage- 
ments at  lied  Bank  and  Brandy  wine.  On  February  4,  1779,  he  wrote 
to  Congress  asking  leave  to  return  to  Franco,  upon  which  Congress 
))assed  a  resolution  expressive  of  its  approval  of  **  his  disinterested 
zeal  and  services.''  lie  determined,  however,  to  put  off  for  a  time 
his  departure;  and  on  February  13,  1779,  Congress  appropriated 
$94,000  to  him  to  enable  him  to  recruit  his  corps.  He  distinguished 
himself  during  the  ensuing  summer  and  fall  by  great  efficiency  as  a 


•  Soo  4  Waekiugtoa'a  Writiugs,  422  j  5  td.,  171  j  Corr.  of  Uov.,  LotlciH  to  Wasbing- 
lou,  i,  375. 
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inirtisaii  Iciuler,  wiuiiiiig  high  applause  from  Wasbiiifi^toii.*  In  the 
Southern  campaign  of  1780  he  was  with  Gates  atOamden,  wboro  his 
*'  legion,"  it  wsis  alleged,  shared  in  the  common  disgrace,  though  as  to 
how  far  its  loailer  ws»  res[K)n8ible  for  this  has  been  a  matter  of  much 
dispute. t    Of  Armand  Washington  shortly  afterwards  writes: 

**  Coloiiol  Arinmi<l  is  tin  oflflcor  of  great  iiiorit,  wbicU,  a<l(lod  to  his  bohig  a  foreigner 
to  Ilia  milk  in  life,  and  to  tlio  Racrificoe  of  property  lie  has  inodo,  Foudor  it  a  point  of 
delicacy  as  well  osjusltco  to  coutiiiuo  to  hiiii  the  inoaus  of  serving  honorably."  (Wash- 
ington to  rrosidoiit  of  CougiosH,  Out.  11,  17d0;  7  Washington's  Writings,  8S8;  to 
8;une  efVcct  Washington  to  Aniiand,  Nov.  27,  1780,  id,,  \i09.) 

On  February  3, 1781,  Armand  then  proposing  to  sail  for  Euroi>e,  Wash- 
ington commended  him  to  I3iron  ^^  as  an  oflicer  wlio  has  distinguished 
himself  by  his  talents,  bravery,  and  zeal  in  the  service  of  this  country.''  | 

On  his  marriage  Wiishington  sent  him  a  letter  of  warm  congi*atula- 
tion.§  When  in  France,  where  he  spent  the  summer  of  1782,  Armand 
insule  many  purchases  for  the  American  service;  and  on  his  return,  in 
September,  he  appears  to  have  been  under  Washington's  immediate 
orders.  On  March  2G,  1783,  he  was  made  brigadier-general,  Iiaviug  been 
previously  detailed  to  the  support  of  Greene  in  South  Carolina.  In  1784, 
on  his  return  to  France,  he  re  entered  his  post  in  the  French  army,  and 
in  1788  was  appointed  colonel  of  chasseurs.  Of  his  i>olitical  position 
the  following  notice  is  given  by  JeH'erson : 

'*The  iioblo98eof  ikotagno,  wlio  had  received  witli  so  iniioh  warmth  tholate  innova- 
tioiiH  in  the  goverinnont,  OHHcinblod  and  drew  up  a  niemurial  to  the  king,  aud  choHO 
twelve  mciiibors  of  their  body  to  come  and  present  it.  Among  these  was  the  Marquis 
(1e  \i\  Roiiarie  (Colonel  Armand).  The  king,  considering  the  nobiesso  liS  haviug  no 
legal  right  t-o  assemble,  declined  receiving  the  memorial.  The  dopnties,  to  give 
grcaber  weight  to  it,  called  a  meeting  of  the  laude<l  proprietors  of  nretagiio  resident 
at  Paris,  and  proposed  to  them  to  add  their  signatures.  They  did  so  to  tho  number 
of  about  sixty,  of  whom  the  Marquis  de  La  Fayette  was  one.  Tlie  twelve  deputies, 
for  having  called  this  mooting,  were  immediately  sent  to  the  Uostilo,  where  they  now 
are,  and  the  Parisian  signers  were  deprived  of  such  favors  as  they  held  of  the  court.^ 
(Joflferson  to  Jay,  Paris,  Aug.  3,  1788,  3  Jefferson's  Works,  450.)  The  deputies  of  Bre- 
tagne  are  released  from  the  Bastile.    (Same  to  same,  id.^  483.) 

lie  -subsequently  took  strong  royalist  ground ;  was  a  conspicuous 
leader  in  various  reactionary  movements  in  Brittany ;  became  a  refugee, 
and  died  of  fever  when  under  proscription,  in  a  plaxje  of  refuge,  on  Jan- 
uary 30,  1795.  II 


*  2  Penii.  Mag.  of  History,  etc..  9. 

t  See  the  authorities  examined  in  2  Penii.  Mag.  of  History,  etc.,  18^. 

t/rf.,  394.  See  to  same  efTect  Washingtou  to  Congress,  March  7,  1783,  8  id.,  391 ; 
Washington  to  Ilochambcau,  May  IG,  1784,  9  id.,  44. 

$  9  id.,  190. 

I  An  intorosting  life  of  Armand  by  Mr.  Townseud  Ward  is  given  la  2  Penn.  Mag.  of 
History,  Iff,  A  series  of  letters  from  Armand  to  Washington,  covering  the  period  of 
Arraand's  military  services  in  America,  will  be  found  in  the  collections  of  the  New  York 
Historical  Society  for  1878.  These  letters  relate  almost  exclusively  to  matters  military, 
though  they  are  diversified  by  an  aQQOun^  qf  i^  bloodless  duel  in  Fol^raar^,  17^» 
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Alexandre  Bertliier  was  bom  nt  YcrBailles  in  1753.  lu 
his  sevonteentb  year  lie  entered  as  niiijor  in  the  corps  royal, 
and,  volunteering  in  Mie  American  service^  was  with  La  Fayette  in 
several  encounters  and  was  with  lioehainbeau  in  West  Chester,  and  at 
Yorktown.  Attaching  himselton  his  return  to  Franco  to  La  Fayette, 
he  was  nominated  as  major-general  of  the  national  guard  of  Versailles, 
in  which  post  he  showed  a  chivalric  devotion  to  the  safety  of  the 
i*oyal  family.  He  then  served  with  distinction  at  La  Vendee,  and 
in  1796  he  took  high  command  in  the  Italian  campaigns.  It  was  in 
these  campaigns  that  he  became  closely  attached  to  Napoleon,  be- 
coming as  chief  d'<3tat  major  gone  ral  de  I'armec.  Under  the  imperial 
government  he  Wiis  successively  marshal  of  the  empire,  prince  of 
Neufch^itel,  and  prince  of  Wagram,  and  he  married  a  niece  of  the  king 
of  Bavaria.  Notwithstanding  this  ace  umulation  of  honors,  coupled  with 
enormous  emoluments,  he  was  among  the  first  on  the  restoration  to 
recognize  Louis  XVIII,  who  made  him  a  peer  and  gave  him  coniiden- 
tial  military  rank.  The  hundred  days  placed  him  in  a  position  of  great 
distress. 

Napoleon,  not  aware  of  his  defection,  wrote  him  an  affectionate  letter, 
calling  on  him  for  aid.  In  order  to  avoid  the  alternatives  thus  pressed 
on  him  he  hastened  to  *  his  country  residence  at  Bamberg,  where 
shortly  afterwards  ho  Wiis  found  dead  under  his  window,  killed  by  the 
fall.  The  prevalent  opinion  Wiis  that  he  had  thrown  himself  from  the 
window  in  agony  at  seeing  Russian  troops  march  by  on  their  way  to 
Paris.  According  to  another  account  he  was  thrown  from  the  same 
window  by  armed  assiissins.  His  abilities  were  practical  rather  than 
speculative;  the  enthusiasm  for  liberty  which  brought  him  to  America 
remained  at  least  latent  during  the  remainder  of  his  life.  His  value  to 
Napoleon  consisted  in  his  extraordinary  capacity  for  the  arrangement 
and  execution  of  military  details. 

Victor  Chiude  (Prince  de)  Ihoglic,  a  son  of  Victor 
Inmyois  (due  dc)  Broglie,  was  born  in  1^57.  He 
visited  the  United  States  at  the  close  of  the  revolutionary  war  as  a 
volunteer,  and  won  in  a  marked  degree  the  regard  of  Wsvshington.  Ile- 
turniug  to  France,  ho  took  strong  liberal  grounds, dillering  in  this  from 
his  father,  and  his  uncle,  Count  Charles  Franyois  Broglie,  but  agreeing 
with  his  cousins,  the  Lameths.  Prince  Broglie  was  a  deputy  to  the  States 
General,  and  was  employed  as  ^^inarechal  de  camp"  in  the  army  of  the 


between  Armand  and  "  Captain  Snickers/'  and  by  letters  after  his  return  to  Franco 
AS  to  the  payment  of  arrears,  and  as  to  the  political  condition  ot  France.  In  a  letter 
of  June  18,  1789,  be  speaks  of  himself  as  keeping  ternis  with  all  parties,  and  as  fear- 
ing "two  great  evils  for  my  country— anarchy  on  the  one  hand,  despotism  on  the 
other." 

On  January  2,  1790,  he  denounces  the  "constitution's  makers,'' and  deplores  the 
general  disorder  of  the  realm.  On  March  22,  1791,  he  writcH  still  more  despondingly : 
"Our political  affairs  are  all  in  the  most  deplorable  situation;  loyalt<^,  good  sense, 
Grwuess,  seem  to  be  banished  from  our  uuha])py  and   perhaps  more  guilty  country." 
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Bhine.  He  refused  adhesion,  however,  to  the  decree  of  depositiou  of 
August  10,  and  ws»  arrested  aud  executed  early  iu  17U4  by  the  onler 
of  the  revolutiouury  tribunal.  Shortly  before  his  death  he  prepared  a 
letter  to  his  family,  declaring  that  his  attachment  to  liberal  constitu- 
tional government  was  unshaken,  resolute  as  had  been  and  was  hia  de- 
termination to  resist  decrees  which  established  a  despotism  of  terror  in- 
stead of  a  government  of  law.* 

Armand-Nicolas-Augustin  (Oomte  de)  Gharles,  iu  our 
service,  afterwards  Duo  de  Gi^ tries,  was  born  in  175G, 
and  was  for  a  short  time  connected  with  Bochambeau's  family  iu 
our  Revolutionary  war.t  He  was  a  deputy  to  the  noblesse  in  the 
National  Assembly,  and,  during  the  sessions  of  that  body  Il'uI  a 
quarrel  with  Oharlcs  de  Lameth,  which  ended  in  a  duel,  in  which  the 
latter  was  wounded.  O^istrics  left  France  shortly  afterwards,  and  or- 
ganized a  corps  of  emigrants,  whom  he  commanded  in  some  of  the 
earlier  allied  attacks  on  France.  lie  did  not  return  to  France  until 
1814,  when,  under  the  Bourbon  restoration,  he  was  made  a  peer  of 
France  and  lieutenant-general. 

Franyois    Jean   de   13eauvoir,  Marquis  do  Ohastellux, 
was  born  in  Paris  in  1731,  and  was  a  relation  of  La  Fay- 
ette,     He  entered   the  French   army  in  1747,  and  served  through 
the  Seven-years'  war  with  distinction.     On  March  1,  1780,  he  wais 

•  Soo  2  Dulaaro'8  History  of  Prance,  175  j  3  id.,  2'Z8  ;  5  id,,  482. 

Priuco  do  Broglio  and  Connt  do  Sognr  visitod  Washington  at  bis  hoadqnartoni  on 
Octobers,  1762, and  iu  a luttor  of  October  18  to  Franklin,  Washington  spuko  of  tUoui 
lis  "amiable  and  accomplished  yonng  gentlemen."  Of  Broglio,  Franklin  iu  his  note 
of  introduction  of  April  8,  1782,  said : 

"  He  bears  an  excellent  character  here,  is  a  hearty  fricud  of  our  cause,  and  I  am 
persuaded  you  will  have  a  pleasure  iu  his  converaation." 

A  narrative  by  Prince  Broglio,  translated  by  Miss  E.  W.  Balch,  of  Philadelphia,  ap- 
pears in  the  Magazine  of  American  History  for  April,  1877. 

*'0n  Prince  Broglie's  return  from  America  he  Joined  the  jmrty  of  nobles  who  main- 
tained liberal  ideas,  and  was  sent  to  the  Constitutional  Assembly  as  deputy  for  the 
district  of  Colmar,  where  the  ostat43S  of  his  wife  were  sitnatiMl.  He  acted  with  the 
minority  of  the  nobles  in  the  assembly,  and  when  that  body  was  dissolved  he  nerved 
OS  chief  of  staff  in  the  army  of  the  Rhine,  commanded  by  Mardchal.  After  the  10th 
of  August,  and  the  fall  of  monarchy,  ho  resigned  from  the  service  uud  retired  to  his 
country  seat  iu  FrauchComt^.  There  he  was  arrested  October  28, 1793,  and  was  taken 
to  Paris,  where  ho  w}is  giiillotinod  Juno  27,  171)'l,  just  a  few  days  before  the  9th  of 
Thermidor."    (1  Mag.  of  Amor.  History,  etc.,  180.) 

In  a  notice  by  Mr.  C.  H.  Hart  of  the  article  on  *' Prince  de  Broglie''  in  1  Magazine 
of  American  History,  180,  the  correctness  of  tl:e 'title  princej  in  the  cose  of  Claude 
Victor  de  Broglio,  is  questioned.  His  father,  as  is  said,  was  Due  de  Broglio,  and  sur- 
vived the  son.  To  this  it  may  be  replied  that  the  title  '*  i»rince  "  was  given  to  him  on 
his  visit  to  America  by  La  Fayette,  and  that  he  was  consequently  so  addressed  when 
here.     (S«e  Livingston  to  La  Fayette,  Nov.  2,  1782.)  ' 

tl  every  day  expect  my  brother-in-law,. Count  de  Charlus,  only  son  to  the  Mar- 
quis de  Castries,  who  enjoys  a  groat  consideration  in  France,  and  has  wou  the  battle 
of  Closter  Camp.    (La  Fayette  to  Washington,  Nov.  13,  1780.) 
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made  inarechal  do  camp  ;  and,  in  recognition  of  Ills  services  at  York- 
towuy  was  appointed,  on  Deceiober  5,  1781,  governor  of  Lougwy.  Of 
his  visit  to  Washington,  on  December  5,  1782,  he  gave  an  animaleil 
account  in  his  '<  Voyage  dans  I'Anieriqne  Septentrionale  dans  les 
annees,  1780-1783."  •  He  died  in  Paris  on  October  28,  17S8,  a  pro- 
nounced liberal  in  his  political  views.  His  literary  re[mtation  wsis  high, 
having  obtivined  for  him  a  place  in  the  French  Academy. 
To  Ghastellax,  Washington,  on  December  14,  1782,  wrote  as  follows: 

"A  801100  of  your  public  services  to  this  country  and  grutitudo  Tor  your  privato 
frioiiilsliip  quite  ovorcauio  iiio  ut  tlio  niouient  of  our  soparution.  But  I  sliouhl  do  vio- 
lenco  to  my  feoliugs  aud  inclination  wore  I  to  suffer  you  to  Icavo  tiiis  country  without 
llio  wariuost  assurances  of  an  aflectionato  regard  for  your  persou  and  character.'' 
(8  Washiugtou's  Writings,  3GG.)  t 

Adam  Philippe  (Comte  de)  Custino  was  born  at  Metz  in 
1740.  At  an  early  age  he  entered  the  army  and  served  with 
Marshal  Saxe  in  his  Nethcrlaud  campaigns.  His  conduct  in  those 
and  following  campaigns  was  so  meritorious,  that  Choiseul  created  for 
him  a  regiment  of  dragoons  called  after  him,  of  which  he  took  com- 
mand in  1780.  He  obtained  by  exchange  the  command  of  an  infantry 
regiment,  which  was  sent  to  America,  where,  as  references  in  the  fol- 
lowing pages  show,  he  greatly  distinguished  himself.  On  his  return 
to  France  he  was  made  mar6cha]  de  camp,  and  was  made  governor  of 
Toulon.  In  the  National  Assembly,  to  which  he  was  elected  a  member 
in  1789,  he  acted  generally  with  the  left.  He  was  head  of  an  army 
division  on  the  lower  Rhine  in  1792,  and  seized  Landau,  Spire, 
Worms,  Mentz,  and  Frankfort.  His  evacuation  of  these  cities  drew 
on  him  suspicion,  but  he  was  received  back  with  favor  and  appointed 
to  a  command  in  the  north.  This,  however,  wiis  only  an  illusory  honor. 
The  convention  decreed  his  sirrest,  and  '^Levsisseur  de«la  Sarthe 
charged  himself  with  this  perilous  mission.  Arrived  at  the  camp,  the 
representative  desired  a  review  of  the  troops;  forty  thousand  men  were 
under  arms.  The  soldiers,  who  suspected  Levasseur  of  coming  to  carry 
off  their  chief,  refused  him  military  honors.  •  •  •  The  general  was 
arrested.  Gustine  did  not  imitate  Dumouriez.  He  obeyed,  and  pre- 
ferred the  scailbld  to  the  land  of  the  stranger.  •  •  •  Custine  (on  his 
trial)  terminated  the  debate  by  a  defense  of  two  hours,  wherein  the 
clearness  of  his  refutation,  the  dignity  of  sentiment,  the  mascuhne 
and  sober  pathos  of  the  warrior,  and  the  revolutioniuyeloquenceof  the 
undoubted  patriot,  inspired  all  spectators  with  emotion  and  respect. 
The  juries,  by  an  unexpected  majority,  delared  him  guilty.  The  tri- 
bunal pronounced  the  sentence;  it  was  that  of  death.  •  •  •  On 
rising  (in  his  cell)  he  requested  a  priest,  and  passed  the  entire  night 
with  the  minister  of  Got).     *     ♦     •     He  wrote  a  feeling  letter  to  his 


*8oo  I  Pcun.  Mag.  of  History,  etc.,  300. 

tS<50  also  7  id.f  308,  3U),  325;  9  id.y  310,  wliero  Washington  congrnttilatos  Cbasteliuz 
on  bis  niarriago.     Soo  also  1  Pouu.  Mag.  of  History,  otc,  227,  300;  2  td.,  100,  472. 
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SOU,  to  rccoiiiuietid  to  liiin  tlie  otire  of  his  iiiomory  in  the  brilliant  days 
of  the  republic,  aud  the  re-establishment  of  his  innocence  la  the 
hearts  of  the  people  wiien  time  should  remove  their  suspicions.^  To 
his  creed  as  a  constitutional  liberalist,  holding  the  same  doctrines  as 
La  Fayette,  he  remained  true  to  the  end. 

Of  CustiDe, Sybol,  a  jiidicioud  German  critic,  thiiH  writes:  "Cuntiae,  foniiorly  a 
inarqnis  of  the  ancient  rdgiiiio,  eiuployod  in  diplomatic  missions  and  froqnontly  hon- 
ored by  the  conGdouce  of  the  Emperor  Joseph  and  the  favor  of  the  Prussian  Qorern- 
menty  has  taken  part  in  the  revolution  with  all  the  pride  and  self-con tideuce  of  an 
experienced  politician  and  a  gallant  soldier.  Like  most  of  his  couteui|>orartea,  ho  bad 
uo  presentiment  of  the  incalculable  vastness  of  the  interests  at  stake,  aud  oo  con- 
sciousness of  the  duties,  the  non-performance  of  which  must  bring  about  uuivorsal 
ruin  to  his  country.  Uo  saw  nothing  but  the  glorious  fruits  of  eulightoument,  exten- 
sion of  power  for  France,  and  the  promotion  of  his  own  personal  interests.  In  his 
fiery  zeal  he  had  advanced  too  far  to  recede,  and  was  even  obligoil  to  atone  for  his  Utle 
of  ancient  nobility  by  showing  himself  the  most  radical  of  all  the  generals  in  the  army 
of  the  Rhine.''    2  Sy boPs  French  Revolution,  1G4.  t 

jStieniie  Charles  (Due  do)  Dnmas-Orux  was  born  at  the 
castle  of  Crux  in  1754,  aud  was  engaged  in  the  American 
war  as  colonel  of  the  Aquitaine  regiment.,  but  was  taken  prisoner  and 
after  his  release  returned  to  France.  During  the  revolution  he  emi- 
grated from  France,  and  was  mar6chal  de  camp  in  the  army  of  Ooud6.^ 
In  J 801  he  was  one  of  the  family  of  tlio  Due  d'AngoulOme,  with  whom 
he  returned  to  France  in  1814,  and  on  the  second  restoration  received 
higli  military  and  civil  appointments,  iiefusing  oflice  under  Louis 
rhilippo,  he  died  in  retirement  in  1846. 

Matthieu  Dumas  was  born  in  Montpelier  in  1753,  and  was 
distinguished  througli  his  military  career  for  his  great 
capacity  of  organization  and  administration.  Entering  service  in 
his  twentieth  year,  he  was  an  cfiective  aid  of  Rocbambeau  during 
the  latter's  American  campaigns.  {  After  the  peace  Dumas  was  em- 
ployed on  several  important  missions  connected  with  his  profession. 
In  1789  he  took  active  part  with  La  P^ayctte  in  the  organization  of  the 
national  guards.  lie  was  placed  by  the  National  Assembly  in  Iciiding 
military  positions;  but  he  was  suspected  by  the  ultra-revolutionists, 
aiul  with  difficulty  made  his  escape  from  Paris.  Keturuing  to  France 
after  the  18th  Brumaire  he  was  appointed  to  a  prominent  military  posi- 
tion by  Napoleon,  lie  wiis  a  general  of  division  in  1805,  and  was 
minister  of  war  to  King  Joseph  in  Naples  in  1806-1808.  Becoming 
intendant  general  in  the  Russian  campaign,  he  was  taken  prisoner,  with 
his  suite,  at  the  capitulation  of  Dresden  in  1813.  He  acquiesced  in  both 
the  first  restoration  aud  in  the  government  of  the  hundred  days,  but 
on  the  second  restoration  was  remitted  to  private  life.     In  1822  he  was 

•  3  Lamartiuo'fl  Gironaists,  1)8,  Ul,  133.     Soo  7  VVashiugton's  Writings,  31C,  319. 
t  Soo  also  2  Dulanro's,  History  of  Franco,  273,  295,  489,  4  uC,  492. 
X  For  bis  acconnt  of  tlio  battle  of  King's  Bridge,  soo  4  Mag.  of  Amor.  History,  43. 
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elected  a  dopaty,  and  as  such  took  part  in  tlio  movomonts  wliich  led  to 
the  revolution  of  1830,  under  which  ho  for  the  third  time  was  appointed 
to  take  charge  of  the  organization  of  the  national  guards.  Ho  was  a 
devoted  friend  of  La  Fayette,  whose  earlier  and  later  political  course  he 
followed.    He  died  in  Paris  in  1837. 

Dumas  thus  describes  one  of  the  minor  incidents  of  the  campaign  be- 
fore New  York  in  1781 : 

'•My  friend  Charles  de  Liiinoth,  the  two  broiliore  Horthior,  who  had  lately  arrived 
from  France  and  Joined  our  Rtafl',  and  myHclf,  ostabllBhcd  our  hivounc  nosir  ilio 
lioadqnartorsof  our  i;cncra1,  M.  do  Hovillo,  (the  finarterniaHter-p^niornl  of  the  aruiy), 
ill  a  very  ploaaant  situation  between  rocks  nnd  under  the  sliado  of  magnificent 
tulip  trees.  Wo  amused  ourselves  in  ornameutin;;  this  little  spot,  near  which  our 
cannon,  were  fixed,  and  in  a  short  time  and  at  a  very  trilling  exx>ense  we  had  a 
very  pretty  ganlen.  General  Washington,  who  was  takiug  a  survey  of  his  line,  de- 
sired to  see  us.  We  had  been  apprised  of  his  visit,  and  he  found  on  our  tables  the 
plans  of  the  battle  of  Trenton,  with  the  account  of  the  war  of  West  Point  and  sev- 
eral other  actions  of  the  war.''    (4  Mag.  of  Araer.  History,  21.) 

Here,  under  these  tnlip  trees,  meeting  the  chief  of  the  Auiorican  Revolntion,  were  the 
Lamoths,  representatives  of  constitutional  libcralisui  in  the  French  revolution,  and 
DanuM  and  Bertbier,  representing  that  revolution  in  it«  various  stages,  and  the  em- 
pire in  its  rise  and  fall. 

In  Blanchard's  Memoirs,  the  jonmey  of  himself  and  Dumas  from  Providence  to  New 
York,  on  Jnne  IG,  1782,  is  narratetl  with  much  liveliness.  They  loft  Providence  Juno 
16  with  two  servants  and  three  horses.  They  dined  at  Waterman's  tnvern,  fifteen 
miles  from  Providence,  where  they  paid  9  livros,  French  money,  for  dinner  and  for- 
age. At  Hartford  some  days  were  spent  in  establishing  a  hospital,  where  ''  I  was,  by 
w.'^y  of  parentheses,  compelled  to  fight,  in  the  presence  of  a  great  number  of  Ameri- 
cans, with  three  nurses  who  mutinied.''  On  the  2dMi  he  dined  under  a  tent  with 
Washington.  **  Twenty-five  covers  were  laid  for  officers  of  the  army.  The  table  was 
served  in  the  American  style,  and  pretty  abundantly:  vegetables,  roast  beef,  lamb, 
chickens,  salmi  dressed  with  nothing  but  vinegnr,  green  peaH,  puddings,  and  some  pie, 
a  kind  of  tart  greatly  in  nse  in  England  and  among  the  Aninricans.  They  gave  ns  on 
tho  same  plate  beef,  green  peas,  lamb,  etc.  At  the  end  of  the  dinner  some  Madeira 
wine  was  brought,  which  was  passed  around  whilst  drinking  difiereut  healths  to  the 
King  of  France,  the  French  army,*' etc.  (Stone,  "Our  French  Allies,"  3U0,  citing 
nianchard,  14G.) 

Chevalier  Lcbegue  DnPortJiil,  being  at  this  time  lieu- 
tenant-colonel in  the  ro^'al  corps  of  engineers  in  France,  was, 
on  Februjiry  13,  1777,  received  by  Messrs.  Franklin  and  Deane  in  the 
Borvice  of  the  United  States  with  the  rank  of  colonel.  To  the  incidents 
connected  with  liis  American  career  reference  is  elsewhere  made.  On 
his  return  to  Franco  he  received  the  grade  of  general  of  brigade,  and 
then  p.ossed  some  time  in  Naples,  where  ho  was  employed  in  reorganiz- 
ing the  military  system.  Jn  1788  ho  was  made  mar(^,chal  do  camp,  and 
in  1790  was  called  to  take  charge  of  the  department  of  war.*  While 
occupying  this  post  he  was  charged  with  relaxing  militJiry  discipline 


•See  index,  title  Du  Portail ;  and  see  infraf  Girard  to  Congress,  Jan.  15, 1779 ;  Frank- 
lin 1o  Vergennes,  Fob.  2,  1782;  ns  to  original  contract  witli,  see  entry  made  under 
date  of  Feb.  13,  1777  ;  for  letter  coniniending  him,  see  Livingston  to  Franklin,  Nov. 
24,  1781.'   Du  Portail  was  chief  of  tho  engineer  corps  at  the  siege  of  Yorktown. 
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by  i)erinitting  his  soldiers  to  visit  political  clabs.  This  exposed  bim  to 
royalist  attack,  wliilo  lie  encouutered  republican  censure  from  his  al- 
leged neglect  of  volunteer  arming  and  of  frontier  defense.  To  the  last 
charge  he  defended  himself  on  the  ground  of  want  of  funds.  He  was 
condemned  to  death,  but  made  good  his  escape,  and  sailed  for  America. 
After  the  coup  d'etat  of  the  18th  Brumaire  he  took  passage  for  re- 
turn, but  died  on  the  voyage.^ 

*  For  corrcHpondouco  of  Du  Portail  with  Washiogtou,  seo  1  Sparks',  Roy.  Cor.y407, 
408;  2  R,  353, 450. 

'*  You  knew  Du  Portail,  the  minister  of  war.  Ho  is  said  to  be  violent  in  favor  of  the 
rovohition.  It  is  more  than  a  year  since  I  have  seen  bim,  excepting  a  short  visit  of 
congratnlation  the  other  day.  My  Judgment,  therefore,  should  bave  Jittle  weight, 
but  I  believe  be  is  too  much  the  friend  of  liberty  to  approve  of  the  oonstitntion.  For 
the  rest,  be  has,  as  you  know,  that  command  of  himself  and  that  simplicity  of  exte- 
rior deportment  which  carry  a  man  as  far  as  his  abilities  can  reach/'  (Q.  Morris  to 
Washington,  December  1,  1790.) 

Hutchinson,  in  his  Diarj',  under  date  of  June  10, 1778,  gives  what  purports  to  bo  an 
abstract  of  a  letter  from  DuPortail,  dated  December  11,  in  which  the  Americao  suc- 
cess is  attributed  not  to  their  own  merits,  but  to  British  mismanagement.  *'  Ho  con- 
demns the  sending  of  Burgoy  ne  with  such  an  army  through  a  horrid  wilderness,  whero 
the  Americans  could  harrass  and  distress  them,  and  could  fight  iu  the  only  way  aflvan- 
tAgeous  to  them.  He  says  that  after  the  victory  at  Brandy  wine,  and  auother  I  forget, 
little  or  no  advantage  was  made  for  want  of  cavalry."  According  to  Hutchinson, 
DuPortail  then  goes  on  to  question  nltimate  American  success,  which  he  says  could 
be  prevented  if  the  British  could  keep  30,000  men  permanently  on  this  continent; 
and  he  declares  that  the  Americans  are  "used  to  idlonoss,  to  drinking  tea,  rum,  to 
smoking,''  etc,  and  **  will  not  hold  out  in  war,"  and  have  so  violent  an  antipathy  to 
the  French,  that  **  that  they  would  sooner  go  over  to  the  British  army  than  fight  with 
the  French."  But  HutchiuBon  only  chiimed  to  give  the  substance  of  this  letter,  and 
remembering  bow  inaccurate  wore  English  trauKlations  of  other  French  intercepte<l 
letters,  and  how  remarkably  this  letter  chimed  in  with  what  Hutchinson  wantcMl  to 
believe  at  that  time,  wo  may  question  whether  in  this  case  Du  Portail  said  all  that 
is  hero  imputed  to  him.  He  was  no  doubt  discontented  in  December,  1777,  but  so 
far  from  thinking  French  co  operation  on  the  Held  iinpracticablo,  ho  did  his  best  to 
bring  it  about.  The  letter  also  is  open  to  the  same  suspicion  of  being  corrupted  in 
translation  and  publication  as  1i:is  since  been  found  justly'  to  attach  to  other  alleged 
American  document^)  issued  during  tlie  war  as  'intercepted."  Jones,  iu  his  History 
of  New  York,  refers  to  this  very  letti^r  as  one  put  forth  by  the  Britisli  to  bolster  up 
their  case;  and  then  it  would  not  bo  strange  if  it  was  subjected  t^  tlio  same  corrup- 
tion as  otherdocuments  issued  from  the  same  quarter  for  tlie  same  purpose.  (2  Hutch- 
iiiHou's  Diary,  200.) 

Du  Portaii's  **  nieniorial  "  to  St.  Qermain,  as  it  is  called,  is  given  at  length  in  ttie 
I^tidon  Chronicle  for  1782,  vol.  ii,  GO,  GT),  70,84,  1)2.  As  it  hero  appears  it  tills  nc4irly 
twenty  close  colniniis,  and  is  just  such  a  document  on  America  as  the  British  minis- 
try would  at  the  time  have  ])repared  on  November,  1778,  when  they  are  d.'tted.  **A. 
B."  who  sends  them  to  the  Chronicle,  declares  them  to  be  **  faithful  translations  of 
copies  of  the  originals  in  the  otllce  of  the  secretary  of  state  for  the  war  department 
of  France.  The  nrgiimonts  used  are  almost  identical  with  those  which  appear  in  the 
"  interce))ted  "  letters  of  Deane. 

Of  a  curious  and  rare  work  entitled  *'  Love  and  Patriotism,  or  the  Extraordinary  Ad- 
ventures of  M.  DuPortail,  late  major-general,"  etc.,  a  copy  is  in  the  library  of  tho 
Department  of  State.  It  is  a  stilt^Ml  roiiiance,  purporting  to  give  Du  Portail's  advent, 
uree  in  Poland,  whero  bis  title,  according  to  the  author,  was  Baron  do  Ifovioski, 
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Axel,  (Oomto  lie)  Fcrsen,  was  born  in  Stockholm  in  1750, 
but  entering  in  early  life  into  the  French  service,  he  took 
part  in  the  American  campaigns  as  colonel  of  the  Royal  Swedes,  and 
was  aid  to  Eochambeau  at  the  taking  of  Yorktown,  receiving  at  the 
hands  of  Washington  the  badge  of  the  Cincinnati.*  On  his  retnrn  to 
France  he  was  attached  to  the  royal  family  and  his  attachment  to  the 
qneen  was  the  snbject  of  much  republican  criticism.  Oh  June  20, 1791, 
ho  undertook  to  procure  a  carriage  for  the  king's  escape  from  Paris. 
On  this  carriage  he  took  the  place  of  driver. t  At  Bondi,  ho  handed 
the  travelers  to  guards,  in  whose  hands  the  arrest  of  Vergennes  took 
place.  After  the  return  of  Louis  to  the  capital  Ferscn  was  sent  by 
Louis  on  missions  to  the  King  of  Sweden,  to  the  Emperor  Leopold, 
and  to  the  King  of  Prussia.  After  the  fall  of  the  monarchy  ho  re- 
turned to  Sweden,  where  he  was  received  with  groat  favor  by  the  king, 
being  made  marshal  of  Sweden.  In  this  post,  however,  he  incurred 
great  popular  enmity,  and  was  killed  in  a  riot  in  Stockholm  in  1810. 
Fersen,  however,  cannot  be  ranked  among  the  French  officers  who 
sought  America  under  the  influence  of  liberal  views.  His  position  in 
the  French  court  was  emb.irrassing  from  the  peculiar  and  chivalric  ad- 
miration exhibited  by  him  for  the  queen,  and  for  the  interest  which, 
drawn  by  his  singular  beauty  and  devotion,  she  seems  to  have  taken  in 
him.  His  transfer  to  America,  no  doubt  the  consequence  of  this  awk- 
wardness, was  procured  by  Vergennes. 

Fran5ois  Louis  Teissaidr,  Marquis  de  Fleury,  was  born  on 
^^^'  March  28,  1749,  at  Languedoc.     lie  was  one  of  the  party 

which  accompanied  Ooudray  in  177C,  having  previously  obtained  the 
rank  of  captain  of  engineers  from  the  French  Government.  In  the 
American  army  ho  served  as  volunteer,  receiving  a  commission  as  cap- 
tsiin,  and  was  conspicuous  for  his  gallantry  at  the  battles  of  Brandy  wine 
and  of  Germantown.  At  Fort  MiiTlin  he  served  during  its  six  weeks' 
siege  as  engineer-in  chief,  was  severely  wounded,  and  showed  in  the 
defense  snch  gallantry  and  skill  that  the  rank  of  lieutenant-colonel  was 
conferred  on  him.  At  Monmouth  ho  also  distinguished  himself,  and 
in  the  assault  at  Stony  Point,  in  1770,  ho  was  first  to  mount  the  ramparts. 


and  wliithor  lio  went  nftor  the  American  Rcvolntion.  A  subplot  details  tlie  ndvent- 
iiros  of  the  daughter  of  l)u  Tortail,  and  also  of  •*  Pulawski,"  who  is  described  as 
having  died  at  the  siege  of  Savannah  in  1779,  and  who  ap])oars  to  have  been  the 
fathor  of  Ijodoiska,  Du  Portail's  wife.  The  volume  was  printed  in  Boston  in  17IH),  by 
Saninol  Ethoridgo.  Its  style  is  so  difTcront  ficnn  that  of  Du  Portail's  other  writings 
U}  which  wo  havo  access  that  (aside  from  the  grotesque  absurdity  of  its  conttmts) 
itn  genuineness  may  be  doubted. 

*  So©  his  letters  to  his  father  in  3  Mag.  of  Amor.  History,  369,  437. 

t  "Count  Fersen  is  often  using  his  ticket  of  entry  ;  which  surely  he  has  clear  right 
to  do.  AgaUant  soldier  and  Swede,  devoted  to  this  fair  queen — as  indeed  the  highest 
Swodciiow  is  •  •  •  Count  Ferson  does  soeui  a  likely  young  soldier,  of  alort,  de- 
cisive ways;  ho  circulates  widely,  seen,  unseen;  and  has  business  on  hand."  (2Car- 
lylo's  French  Rov.,ch.  3,  p.  8,  in  which  Fersen's  agency  in  the  royal  flight  is  vividly 
io1l1.^ 
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seizing  and  carrying  off  the  British  flag,  for  which  act  of  gallautr}'  ho 
received  a  medal  from  Congress.  From  his  own  government  he  received 
the  Cross  of  St.  Louis  and  a  pension  for  his  Yorktown  services.  **  Oo 
his  return  to  France  he  was  made  colonel  of  a  regiment  at  Pondichdry, 
1784}  and  died  in  his  native  land  with  the  rank  of  mar^chal  de  camp.''  * 

Charles  Malo  (Count  de)  Lamoth,  a  brother  of  Theo- 

^^^  dore,  was  born  in  Paris  in  1764,  and  died  inl832.    His 

rank  in  llochambeau's  army  was  that  of  captain,  doing  as  such,  accord- 
ing to  Larousse,  brilliant  service.  Wounded  severely  at  Yorktowu, 
ho  was  promoted  to  tiio  grade  of  colonel.  Elected  in  1798  as  a  deputy 
of  the  nobles  of  Artois,  though  he  was  not  one  of  the  nobles  who  lirst 
joined  the  third  estate,  he  ultimately  took  his  place  in  the  Natioual 
Assembly  as  thus  constituted,  and  in  that  body  advoctited  constitu- 
tional reform,  defending  those  reforms  with  much  zeal  and  eloquence. 
As  the  revolution  progressed  ho  joined  in  its  defense  in  tlie  legislative 
hall  until  the  close  of  1791,  when  he  resisted  the  measures  then  in 
progress  for  the  absolute  deposition  of  the  king.  After  the  massacre 
of  the  Champ-do-Mars  a  reconciliation,  for  the  purpose  of  establishing 
a  party  of  liberal  conservatism,  took  place  between  the  Lameths,  Du- 
port,  Barnavc,  and  their  friends,  and  La  Fayette.  Charles  de  Lameth, 
however,  was  shortly  afterwards  arrested  at  Yvelot  as  unfriendly  to*the 
republic,  but  was  released  by  the  eiforts  of  his  brother  Themlore.  He 
then  went  to  Ilamburg,  where  he  entered  into  business  with  his  brother 
Alexander;  but  on  the  18th  Brumairo  returned  to  Fnincc,  and  after- 
wards he  received  several  important  civil  commands  from  Napoleon. 
Under  Ix)uis  XVIII  he  was  made  lieutenant-general,  lie  remained, 
however,  in  retirement  until  1829,  when  he  wjis  elected  a  member  of  the 
house  of  deputies,  and  was  one  of  the  party  of  two  hundred  and  twenty- 
one  members  who  protested  against  the  ordinances  of  July,  and  iulhered 
to  the  revolution  of  July.  J3ut  after  this  revolution  he  is  reported  as 
having  taken  part  in  theconscrvative  reactionary  movements  which  cost 
Louis  Philippe  his  throne. 

Aioxandor Lamoth.  Alcxaudro  Thcodorc  Victor  (Comte  de)  Lameth, 

another  brother,  was  born  in  Paris  in  17G0,  and 
died  n  1829.  As  captain  in  a  regiment  of  royal  Jirtillery  he  was  en- 
gaged, with  his  brother,  in  the  American  war,  and  at  its  close  was 
made  colonel  of  cavalry.  A  deputy  from  Ihe  nobles  in  the  States  Gen- 
eral of  1789,  he  was  one  of  the  first  of  his  order  to  unite  with  the  third 
estate,  as  was  the  case,  says  Larousse,  with  most  of  the  young  nobles 
who  had  engaged  in  the  American  war;  he  united  liberal  views  in  |K)II- 
tics  with  those  philosophical  speculations  of  the  eighteenth  century, 
which  were  in  themselves  incompatible  with  the  ancien  regime.  On  the 
memorable  night  of  the  4th  of  August  he  pronounced  against  feudal 
privileges,  renouncing  those  to  which  he  wafl  entitled. 


•  Mt8«  nalcli,  1  Mag.  of  Amor.  History,  726. 
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Bat  after  abolisbing  almost  all  tho  prerogatives  of  monarchy,  bo  re- 
ised  to  agree  to  tiie  abolition  of  monarchy  itself;  and  he  entered  into 
Nations  with  the  court,  in  which  he  was  for  a  time  induced  to  believe 
lat  the  court  would  really  accept  a  system  of  constitutional  reform, 
•ccupying  this  position,  he  took  part,  under  La  Fayette,  in  the  cam- 
uign  of  1702,  and  was  taken  prisoner  with  La  Fayette  by  the  Austri- 
lis,  and  confined  with  La  Fayette  in  the  prisons  of  Namur,  of  Cob- 
aitZy  and  of  Magdeburg.  After  a  severe  imprisonment  of  three  years 
B  was  released  at  his  mother's  intercession,  lletuniing  to  France 
fter  the  18th  Brumaire,  he  was  nominated  by  Napoleon  to  scvcrnl 
Til  offices  in  succession.  In  1819  he  was  elected  deputy  for  the  pre- 
net  of  Seine-Tnferienre,  in  which  capacity,  as  a  member  of  the  left,  he 
igoronsly  defended  liberal  politics.* 

It  was  the  misfortune  of  the  Lameths  to  occupy,  as  did  La  Fayette, 
1;  the  opening  of  the  revolution  a  position  which  was  as  little  accei)t- 
l)lo  to  the  court  as  it  was  to  the  Girondists  or  to  the  ultra  revolution- 
ts.  As  against  the  court,  the  Lameths  took  the  ground  that  the  ex- 
iutive  was  to  be  stripped  of  absolute  power,  and  was  to  become  a  de- 
firtmont  of  government  co-ordinate  with  legislature  <and  judiciary.  As 
gainst  the  Girondists,  they  insisted  that  the  legislature  should  not  be 
I  vested  with  absolute  power,  and  should,  under  the  supervision  of  an 
idependent judiciary,  be  placed  in  coordination  with  the  executive, 
s  against  the  ultra-revolutionary  school,  they  held,  avniling  them- 
)lves  of  their  American  experience,  that  while  the  people  are  to  rule, 
leiropinionsarenot  to  be  collected  from  clubs  or  from  muss  meetings, 
•even  from  plebiscites,  but  from  the  action  of  their  legislative  repre- 
'ntatives  acting  co-ordinately  with  executive  and  judiciary. 
By  the  court  the  brothers  were  denounced  as  speculative  doctri- 
iires;  as  deserters  of  their  order  ;t  as  ungrateful  to  the  crown,  from 
horn,  it  was  said,  their  family  had  received  great  favors.  By  the  rev- 
ulionary  terroristic  tribunals  they  were  proscribed  as  reactionists. 
Lamartine,  whose  devotion  to  the  Girondists  led  him  to  look  with 
ifriendly  eyes  on  all  liberals  who  did  not  accci)t  the  Girondist  dis- 
nctive  views,  thus  spoke  of  the  brothers :  J 

**  The  Lameths',  courtiers,  educated  by  the  kindness  of  the  royal  fam- 
{^  overwhelmed  with  the  favors  and  pcMisions  of  the  king,  had  the  con- 
acuous  defection  of  Mirabeau  without  having  tho  cxcukc  of  his 
rongs  against  the  monarchy;  this  defection  was  one  of  their  titles  to 
>[>u]ar  favor.  Clever  men,  they  carried  with  them  into  the  national 
use  the  conduct  of  courts  in  which  they  had  been  brought  up.  Still 
eir  love  of  the  revolution  was  disinterested  and  sincere.  Their  emi- 
iut  talents  did  not  equal  their  ambition." 


•  I/ottora  from  him  when  at  Magdoburg  arc  given  iu  G  Mag.  of  Amor.   History 
3,  446. 

\  Their  father  was  of  tho  old  noblosso ;  thoir  iiiothor  was  a  sister  of  Marshal  Broglio. 
1 1  History  of  the  Qiroiidists,  Amor,  cd.,  34. 
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Sybcl,  a  German  author  of  excolloiit  judgment,  attributes  the  failaro 
of  the  Lamotbs  to  a  waut  of  that  dashing  courage  by  which  alone  they 
could  have  maintained  thoir  position  of  antagonism  to  absolutism  either 
in  court,  or  in  legislature,  or  in  mob.* 

Thiers,  from  his  stand-point  of  constitutional  liberalism,  discussed  the 
position  of  the  Lauioths  more  in  detail  and  with  a  juster  appreciation. 
In  the  earlier  sessions  of  the  National  Assembly  he  declares,  when  the 
doctrinaire  liberals  formed  a  distinct  party,  "it  was  said  at  the  time 
that  Dupont  conceived  all  that  ought  to  be  done,  that  Barnave  expressed 
it,  and  tliat  the  Lameths  executed  it."  t  The  liamcths,  we  are  further 
told,  while  agreeing  with  Mirabeau  as  to  the  necessity  of  preserving 
the  co-ordinancy  of  the  executive  department,  were  unwilling  to  give 
the  king  an  absolute  veto.  He  should  be  entitled  to  a  vetOy  they  said, 
but  this  should  be  qualifled  or  suspensive.  |  Alexander  Lameth,  fol- 
lowing the  precedent  of  the  American  Oonstitution,.and  here  again 
differing  from  Mirabesiu,  insisted  that  in  the  legislature  should  l>e  vested 
the  prerogative  of  declaring  w»ir.  §  When,  however,  the  alternative  was 
entire  destruction  of  the  monarchy  or  its  preservation  under  constitu- 
tional checks,  the  Lameths,  true  to  their  principles  of  distribation  of 
power,  took  sides  in  favor  of  limited  monarchy  as  against  the  absolut- 
ism of  legislature  or  of  clubs.  "  Nothing,"  says  Thiers,  "could  bo  more 
praiseworthy  in  the  state  of  aflfairs  <it  that  moment  than  the  service 
rendered  the  king  by  Barnave  and  the  Lameths;  and  never  did  they 
disphiy  more  address,  energy,  and  talent.  ||  Tbey  failed,  but  it  was  In 
])art,  at  least,  because  they  tried  to  ap[)ly  a  constitution  which  had 
been  evolved  from  American  conditions  to  a  people  whose  training  had 
been  ihiit  of  France. 

Theodore  (Cointede)  Lameth  was  born  in  Paris  in 
175G,  and  died  in  1854.  As  a  cavalry  officer  he  wjis 
engaged  lus  a  French  auxiliary  in  the  liovolution,  .allied  to  La  Fayette 
and  i^ron,  sharing  their  liberal  ideas;  and  on  returning  to  France  he 
took  particular  pains,  as  the  head  of  a  regiment,  to  avoid  all  collision 
with  the  inhabitants  of  the  village  in  which  he  was  quartered.  In  1790 
the  electors  of  Jura  made  him  president  of  the  depiirtinent,  and  chose 
him  a  delegate  to  the  National  Assembly,  llis  position  there  was  that  of 
aconstitutionalist,  but  when  theextreme  zealots  of  the  mountain  gained 
the  {iscendancy  ho  escaped  to  Switzerland,  and  then  went  to  England, 
lieturning  to  France  at  the  beginning  of  the  Consulate,  he  spent  the 


•Syhol,  1  Frcucli  Kovolntion,  301,/. 

As  to  CIiarloH  Laiiiotli'H  motion  to  aboliHli  tlio  privilof;oB  of  tho  nobloA,  boo  1  Dn- 
Liuro'H  History,  '.Ui ;  ns  to  his  diiol  with  Castries,  t(2.,  39'1,  iu  wliicb  Iio  was  wouutled. 
t  Ilistory  of  tlio  FroiicU  Ilovoliition,  Amor,  ocl.,  78. 

$  Id.,  143. 
|i^.,  185. 
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Fomaindor  of  his  long  life  in  sochision,  broken  only  by  a  service  during 
the  hundred  dayR  in  the  Iiouse  of  deputies. 

Alexandre  Louis  de  Goutaut  Lauzun  (Duo  de  Lauzun), 
afterwanls,  on  the  death  of  his  uncle,  Due  de  Birou,  was  born 
in  Paris  in  1747.  Handsome,  ricb,  of  eminently  noble  birtb,  his  youth 
was  spent  in  wild  dissipation.  He  entered  the  army  in  early  manhood, 
and  became  the  leader  of  tbe  expedition  which  in  1779  ca[)tured  the 
English  settlement  of  Sambre.  When  he  volunteered  for  America  he 
was  promised  an  independent  legion  of  twenty  four  hundred  men.  This 
promise,  however,  the  ministry  was  unable  to  keep,  and,  with  much 
grumbling,  he  was  obliged  to  see  his  command  reduced  to  four  liundred 
cavalry  and  eight  hundred  infantry.  Even  of  this  force  one-third  was 
left  behind  from  want  of  transports.  When,  however,  in  the  American 
service,  he  distinguished  himself  as  much  by  his  romantic  ideas  of  chiv- 
alry as  by  his  bravery.  On  his  return  to  France  he  inherited  from  his 
uncle  the  title  of  Due  de  Biron.  He  wiis  a  deputy  of  the  nobles  to  the 
States-general  in  1780,  and  took  decided  liberal  ground,  and  W}isi)laced 
by  the  revolutionists  in  1792  at  the  head  of  the  armies  of  the  llhine,  and 
in  1793  accepting  other  Iiigh  command.  But  in  his  political  course  he 
diflfei^ed  widely  from  LaFayette.  Once  engaged  in  the  revolution,  he 
permitted  himself,  with  his  usual  disregard  of  consequences,  to  be  car- 
ried into  some  of  its  wildest  excesses ;  and  it  was  his  peculiar  misfortune 
that  his  early  intimacy  with  the  Duo  d'Orleans  brought  upon  him  some 
of  the  shadows  which  hung  so  heavily  on  that  infamous  prince,  lie 
was  unquestionably  a  revolutionist, and  his  courage  and  social  position, 
a8  well  as  his  military  skill,  were  of  much  benefit  to  the  revolutionary 
cause.  But  the  recklessness  ot*  his  temper  plunged  him  into  quarrels 
with  his  associates,  and  after  a  violent  collision  with  liossignol,  the 
Jacobin  general,  he  was  arrested,  tried  in  Paris  on  the  charge  of  dis- 
loyalty, was  convicted,  and  on  January  31,  1793,  executed.  **  He  die<l 
as  ho  had  desired  to  live,  gallant,  proud,  and  applauded."*  But  it 
W{i8  this  love  of  applause  that  deprived  his  course  of  consistency  and 
his  character  of  weight,  t 


•  3  L«ainartiiio'H  OirondiHts,  '2SG. 

f  IIo  was  coiiiinissioiiod  to  carry  tlio  iiitoUigonco  of  Com  walliK'  Riirroiulor  t^  Fr.-iiico. 
llo  loft  immodiatoly  after  tliat  ovciifc.     (Soo  8  WjwIiiiigtoirH  Writinj;H,  MVZ.) 

To  Iiitn' Washington,  on  May  10,  1781?,  >vroto  an  folIowH  : 

**  Yonr  particular  services,  nir,  with  tlio  politeness,  zeal,  and  attention  wliicli  I 
liavo  ovor  cxpcrioncod  from  yon,  liavo  niado  a  deep  and  lusting  inipression  on  my 
inind,  and  will  servo  to  endear  yon  to  my  remomhranc**.  It  wonhl  have  heen  a  great 
Baiisfactron  to  liavo  had  fnrthor  opportunity  to  give  yon  in  person  the  asBuranccs  of 
my  regard  could  your  orders  have  permitted  your  loiigtrr  continuance  in  the  country," 

Lanzun's  troops  sailed  from  the  capes  of  Dohiwaro  on  May  12,  1783. 

Lauxnn  was  in  fre(]ucnt  correspondence  with  Washington  as  to  the  disposition  of 
the  French  forces  and  their  joint  action  with  the  forces  of  the  United  States.  (7 
Washington's  Writings,  :Ui);  H  id.,  G4,  84,  87,  9M);».  1UI».) 

Lauznn's  rcsidenco  at  Newport,  in  1780,  was  with  Mrs.  Hunter,  at  No.  204  Thames 
street,  of  which  residence  ho  gave  an  animated  account,  and  where  he  h^ft  a  rc\jvvtvv- 
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Chevalier  du  Plessis  Mauduit  was  breveted  captaia  on 
ifRuauit.  September  19, 1776;  distiuguished  himself  at  Qermantowii 
and  Bed  Bank,  and  was  promoted  to  a  lieutenant-coloDelcy  on  Novem- 
ber 20, 1777,  In  1779  he  returnedto  France.  His  life  was  oueof  varied 
adventures.  Born  in  1753,  he  was  scarcely  twelve  ^'^ears  of  age  when, 
escaping  from  the  artillery  school  at  Orenoble,  he  sacceedod  in  making 
a  tour  of  the  world.  After  his  return  to  France  he  ardently  embraced 
the  American  cause  and  sailed  for  America,  where,  as  a  volnnteer  he 
rendered,  as  is  said,  distinguished  service.  Ho  was  appointed  iu  1787 
to  tlie  command  of  the  French  regiment  at  Port-au-Prince.  Ilere  he 
took  strong  reactionary  ground,  and  refused,  in  connection  with  the 
royal  governor,  to  promulgate  the  liberal  edicts  coming  from  France. 
An  insurrection  took  place,  which  he  suppressed  with  great  bloodshed; 
but  the  insurgciits  were  re-enforced  on  March  2, 1791,  by  regiments 
arriving  from   France,  who  '* fraternized"  with  tlie  insurgents.     In 

tion  for  coiisidoratoueRs  and  ktudiiess  which  ougbt  to  be  considorod  ia  coimacUon 
with  his  Parifl  social  exploits. 

or  Lauzuiii  at  this  period,  Forsen,  in  a  letter  to  his  father  of  November  30, 1782, 
writes: 

"  I  can  not  repeat  to  you  often  enongli,  my  dear  father,  how  mnoh  I  am  attached  to 
tlio  Duke  de  Lauzini,  and  how  fond  I  am  of  him,  lie  is  the  noblest  soul  and  mo«t 
Htraight-forwanl  cliaractor  I  know/'    (3  Mikg.  of  Amer.  History,  44G.) 

In  volume  4  of  the  American  Historical  Magazine,  page  51,  is  given  a  translation 
of  Lanzun's  narrative  of  the  march  of  Rochamboau's  army  on  Torktown.  In  this 
nnrrativo  there  is  «i  vivid  sketch  of  the  encounter  between  Tarleton  and  Lauzun,  ns 
well  as  references  to  the  parts  taken  by  Viomdnil  and  Cnstine.  The  paper  is  marked 
by  Lauzun's  usual  levity,  brilliancy,  and  self- admiration,  coupled  with  occasional 
depreciatory  remarkH  on  the  American  militia. 

Of  the  conduct  of  the  French  officers  in  Rhode  Island  in  1780  Mr.  J.  A.  Stevens,  in 
his  interesting  article  oir  the  French  iu  Rhode  Island  (3  Mag.  of  Amer.  History,  401,) 
thus  writes: 

''The  courtly  polish  of  the  French  contrasted  strikingly  with  the  overbearing  arro- 
gance which  the  colonists  hod,  with  rare  exceptions,  met  from  British  ofBoers.  A 
Providence  letter  of  the  22d,  made  public  in  the  newspapers,  is  explicit  on  this  iwiut. 
'The  French  officers  of  every  rank,'  it  says,  '  have  rendered  themselves  agreeable  by 
that  politeness  which  characterizes  the  French  nation;'  and  adds  that  the  'ofllcers 
and  soldiers  wore  cockndos  of  three  colors,  emblematic  of  a  triple  alliance  between 
France,  Spain,  aud  America.'  The  British  had  destroyed  the  forests  on  the  island, 
and  left  no  timber  from  which  even  soldiers'  huts  could  be  built.  Rochambeau  suc- 
ceeded in  obtaining  from  the  mainland  material  enough  not  merely  for  thoiints  bat 
for  a  largo  hall,  which  wsvs  used  for  social  receptions." 

'  Of  Lauzun  at  Yorktown  the  author  of  the  Diary  of  a  French  OfTicer,  supposed 
to  be  Du  Bourg  (4  Mag.  of  Amer.  History,  etc.,  446),  writes  that  on  October  4, 
"after  charging  several  times  at  the  head  of  his  legion,  he  was  ordered  by  M.  de 
Choisey  to  fall  back,  and  obeyed.  As  he  was  returning  with  his  troops  he  saw  one  of 
the  lancers  of  his  legion  at  some  distance  engaged  with  two  of  Tarletou's  dragoons. 
Without  a  word  to  any  one  he  lowered  his  guard  and  went  to  his  assistance." 

Lanzun's  Memoirs,  as  they  are  called,  which  were  published  in  Paris  in  1823,  are 
of  doubtful  authenticity,  so  far  as  concerns  the  part  that  relates  to  his  adventnren  in 
America.    For  notices  of  Lauznn,  see  Stone's  "  Our  French  Allies,"  22, 26, 29S)-:U)6. 
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the  uproar  that  sacoeeded  Mauduit  was  massacreil  b^'  his  owu  greiia- 

diers.* 

Louis  Marie  (Vicointe  dc)  No^iilleSi  lieuteuaot-coloiiol  of 

the  regiiuout  SoisKoiiais,  at  Yorktowu,  wus  boru  in  Piiris 
ill  1750.  He  and  La  Fayette  married  siMtern,  and  from  the  same 
stand-point  as  La  Fayette  lie  eiitei-etl  eiithusiasticiilly  in  the  American 
cause.  When  he  returned  to  Fmiice  he  took  strong  liberal  ground  in 
the  States-General,  and  afterwards  accepted  high  military  appoint- 
ments. Li  1703,  disheartened  at  the  tone  the  French  revolutioiiary 
movements  were  then  assuming,  he  revisited  America.  After  the  18th 
Brumaire  he  returned  to  France,  where  he  was  apiwinted  brigiulier- 
general  to  serve  in  8L  Domingo,  where  he  rendered  singularly  gallant 
services.  He  was  mortally  wounded  on  January  9, 18M,  in  the  capture 
of  a  British  cruiser  near  Havana. 

James  Josejih  (Oomte  de)  Yauban,  a  grandson  of  the  great 
engineer,  was  born  in  Dyon  in  1764.  As  lieutenant  in  the 
*^  gendarmarie"  of  Luneville  he  was  an  aid  to  liocliainbeau  in  America, 
and  was  a  colonel  at  the  beginning  of  the  Bevolution.  He  emigrated 
to  Coblentz,  serving  under  Oond6,  but  returned  to  France  during  the 
Consulate,  in  which,  however,  he  met  with  little  favor.  On  the  resto- 
ration be  fell  into  disgrace  on  account  of  the  publication  of  a  history 
by  him  of  the  Veudean  war,  in  which  he  criticised  severely  the  Bour- 
bon princes.    He  died  in  1816. 

Louis  Philippe  (Oouut  de)  Segnr  was  born  in  Paris  on 

December  10, 1763.    He  served  under  liochambeau  in  the 

campaign  of  1783.    On  his  return  to  France  his  attractive  manners  and 

brilliant  talent  drew  to  him  the  attention  of  the  court,  and  in  1784  he 

was  sent  as  minister  to  Catherine  II,  by  whom  he  was  very  favorably 

received.    With  his  father  he  became  afterwards  a  supiiorter  of  Nnpo- 

Icon,  and  was  a  member  of  the  imperial  senate  in  1812.    Although  iioin- 

iiiated,  on  the  first  restoration,  to  the  house  of  i)eer8,  he  joined  Nnpo- 

Icon  during  the  hundred  days,  and  took  then  and  afterwards  opportu- 

iiities  of  expressing  to  him  devotion.    In  1824  ho  published  his  *'M6- 

moires,"  a  translation  of  which  appeared  in  Boston  in  1825.    Ilodicd  in 

JL'aris  in  1830.    In  the  first  volume  of  the  **  M^moires''  there  is  nn  aui- 

united  account  of  the  American  lievolutionary  war  from  the  French 

«tand-point. 

Autoine  Charles  Viom6iiilt  was  born  in  the  Vosi»:cs 

in  1728  of  noble  birth ;   was  a  captain  in  his  nine- 

t^onth  year,  and  was  wounded  during  the  Seven  years'  war,  in  whicii, 

ill  Hanover  and  Corsica,  he  took  an  active  part.    In  1770  ho  was  ap- 

'  For  a  notice  of  an  advoutiiroiis  attack  by  him,  in  connoction  with  Colonel  Lnu- 
ronsy  ou  the  Chew  Hoase,  ut  the  battle  of  GonuautowD,  see  4  Mag.  of  Araer.  History, 
108. 

t  Washington,  in  a  letter  to  Baron  Viouiduil  of  Docembor  7,  1782,  says :  "The  ninny 
groat  and  amiable  qnalitios  wliich  you  possrs^  have  inspired  mo  \yitli  the  highest 
tontiiuonta  of  esteem  for  your  character.''    (8  Washington's  Writini^s,  3G5.) 
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pointed  ^^  iiuircclial  de  camp."  lu  1780  lie  was,  as  is  stated  above,  sec- 
ond in  coinnuind  to  1iocliaiaboaU|  and  was  niaile  licutenantgoueral  iu 
1781,  and  was  attached  to  the  army  in  Paris,  under  the  command  of  Mar- 
shal Broglio.  lie  ws\s  mortally  wounded  when  defending  the  royal 
family  in  the  attiick  on  the  Tuileries  on  August  10, 1792. 

Charles  Joseph  Yiomdnil,  the  brother  of  the 

Charles  Joncpli  Vioiudnil.  ,  .     ,  <■  «.  -n  «_  • 

above,  a  marshal  and  peer  of  France,  was  bora  m 
1734,  and  was  also  engaged  in  tiie  Seven-years  war.  lie  was  api>ointod 
brigadier  hi  1770  and  mardchal  de  camp  iu  1780,  and  was  with 
Uochambeau  in  his  American  campaigns.  On  his  return  to  France  he 
received  in  1789  tlie  government  of  Martinique.  From  this  oflQce  he 
ptissed  to  the  emigrant  army  raised  by  Ooude,  and  then  entered  into 
Knssian  service,  wliere  Paul  conferred  on  him  the  rank  of  iieuteuaut- 
general.  Ho  afterwards  took  a  command  under  John  YI  of  Portugal 
in  resisting  the  French  invasion  of  that  country,  and  then,  being  re- 
lieveil  of  command,  settled  for  a  time  in  England.  Ueturuiug  iu  1814 
with  Jjouis  XViri  he  was  intrusted  with  tlie  organization  of  the  royal 
volunteers  of  Vincennes.  In  1815,  being  then  eighty  years  old,  he  re- 
nuiiued  to  the  last  at  his  post  in  opposing  Napoleon  on  his  return  from 
Elba.  On  the  second  restoration  he  was  placed  at  the  head  of  a  divis- 
ion and  received  in  181G,  from  Louis  XYIII  the  bdton  de  marSckoL 
Ue  died  in  1827. 

Jean  liaptisto  Donation  de  Vimcur  (Oomte  de)  Rocham- 
beau  was  born  in  1725,  and  came  to  America  under  express 
royal  orders,  and  can  not,  therefore,  be  chissed  among  the  young  volun- 
teer nobles  whose  histories  are  sketched  above.  He  entered  the  royal 
service  in  1742.  In  1780  he  wi\a  sent  to  America  svs  lieutenant-general 
with  a  detachment  of  six  thousand  men.  ills  arrival  at  Rhode  Island, 
his  movements  in  combination  with  Washington,  first  against  Clinton 
and  then  against  Oornwallis,  «are  noticed  in  the  following  correspond- 
ence.* For  his  services  he  received  the  ai)pointment  of  marshal.  Under 
the  revolutionary  authorities  he  became  commander  of  the  army  of  the 
north;  but  his  conduct  being  suspected,  he  was  permitted  to  vindicate 
himself  before  the  Legislative  Assembly.  He  was  at  the  time  held  to 
have  dis[)roved  the  charges  against  him,  and  he  then  retired  to  his 
estate  near  Vendome.  lie  was  subsequently  arrested  under  Robespierre, 
baton  the  death  of  that  tyrant  wius  released.  In  1805  he  was  received  at 
court  by  Napoleon,  who  gave  him  a  pension,  with  the  cross  of  a  grand 
ollicer  of  the  Legion  of  Honor.  He  died  in  1807.  In  1809  were  pub- 
lislieil  his  *'  Memoires."t 


'  See  titlefl  Rocbaiubeau,  WnMliitigton. 

t  See,  for  a  notico  of  KochaiubcAu,  4  Mag.  of  Amcr.  Hist-ory,  15,  where  it  is  said: 
'Mils  rcpiitutioii  for  coiirago  and  dash  rcquirod  of  hiui  no  iinnsnal  oxposaro  aud 
|>1  iced  his  motives  for  inaction  boyond  the  range  of  suspicion.  The  gravity  of 
his  character  and  liis  roinarkablo  reticence  impressed  respect  on  his  officers  and  held 
his  troops  iu  perfect  control ;  yet,  whiloasadiscipliuarianhe  was  rigid  aud  sevore,  be 
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Peter  Stophou  DupoDceau,  who,  tboiigh  be  did  uot  re- 

Dupotioeiui.  f  1  ^ 

turn  lo  Fraiiee  after  the  Bevolutioii,  may  not  bo  improp- 
erly ineluded  in  the  proseut  section,  was  born  in  the  Island  of  Ke, 
France,  on  June  3,  17G0.  His  early  edncation  was  for  the  priest- 
liood|  and  ho  went  throngh  a  thorough  course  of  preparatory  study  in 
general  literature,  as  well  as  in  languages,  l>otli  ancient  and  modern. 
^' After  the  death  of  his  father,  Duponceau  became  abbe,  but  in  Decem- 
ber, 1775,  he  lefc  his  place,  and,  with  Paradise  Lost  in  one  pocket  and 
a  clean  shirt  in  the  other, he  took  his  way  on  foot  to  Paris."*  lie  there, 
after  several  literary  ventures,  became  acquainted  with  Beaumarchais, 
who  introduced  hiui  to  Steuben,  then  i)reparing  to  go  to  America. 

Ardentl}'  espousing  the  American  cause,  and  iidopting  those  liberal 
|K>litical  views  to  which  through  his  long  life  he  untllnchingly  adhered, 
Duponceau  came  to  the  United  States  with  Steuben  as  secretary  and 
aid-de-camp,  landiug  at  Portsmouth  on  December  1,  1777.  On  Feb- 
ruary 18,  1778,  he  was  made  captain  in  the  Americ^an  service.  Ue 
served  under  Steuben  until  the  close  of  1778,  when  he  was  for  some 
months  conilned  in  Philadelphia  by  a  diseavse  of  the  lungs,  during 
which  i>eriod  he  rendered  much  literary  sen'ice  to  the  Government, 
acting. constantly  as  interpreter.  This  service  he  continued,  with  an 
intermission, in  the  winter  of  1780-'81,  when  he  joined  Steuben  in  his 
Southern  campaign,  until  October,  1781,  when  he  was  appointed  a  clerk 
in  the  office  for  foreign  aflairs,  under  the  direction  of  liobert  U.  Living- 
ston. In  this  position,  which  he  held  until  June  4,  1783,  he  was,  as  the 
reconls  of  the  department  show,  of  immense  use,  as  he  not  only  was  a 
thorough  linguist,  but  was  a  master  of  international  law.  After  he  left 
the  department  he  entered  on  a  large  practice  at  the  bar,  for  which  his 


ondoarcd  bitiisclf  toliis  troops  by  his  fiiUiorly  and  watchful  caro  for  tliuir  personal  com- 
fort." In  2  nancroft's  History  of  tliu  Constitution,  appendix,  420,  45(>,  arc  |i;ivon  two 
cliaractoristic  lettors  of  Uoehanibeaii,  evidently  in  bis  own  Knglisb,  to  Wasbington. 
Tho  first,  of  May  12,  1781),  Ri>eaks  of  Franco  ns  beinj;  in  a  '*  terrible  crisis  of  finance;" 
deplores  Necker's  resignation,  and  speaks  of  Colonne,  wlio  succeeded,  as  ''a  devil  of  a 
fool."  Tbo  second,  of  January  18,  1788,  is  as  follows,  and  is  of  interest  from  wbat 
wo  loarn  in  it  of  Do  Grasso  iw  well  as  Rocbauibeau  : 

"Poor  Count  do  Grassc,  our  coHoaguo  in  tbo  expedition  against  Cornwallis,  is  dead 
tbo  day  before  yesterday  of  an  apoplexy.  Ho  biul  an  nnliappy  end;  tbe  pains  bo 
bad  after  bis  unlucky  (Igbting  of  tbo  12tb  of  April,  and  baving  been  lately  married 
again  to  a  woman  of  bad  cbaracter — all  tliat  occasioned  bim  a  great  sorrow.  I 
made  all  it  bas  been  in  ray  power  to  soften  bis  pnius,  but  by  tbo  vivacity  of  bis  bead 
bo  did  take  always  violent  parl«,  wbicb  Sjioiled  all  wbat  bis  friends  could  make  In 
bis  favor.  I  long,  ray  dear  general,  to  seo  your  convention  passed  upon  tbe  plurality 
of  tbo  States,  and  to  seo  you  President  of  a  Confederation  strongly  settled." 

As  to  Rocbambeau's  campaign  in  Kbodo  Island,  see  3  Mag.  of  Amer.  History,  etc., 
393;  6id  ,  1;  8td.,  part  1,  349.  In  4  Mag.  of  Amor.  History,  etc.,  205,  293,  441. 
is  given  a  translation  of  tbo  Diary  of  a  Freacli  Officer,  aid  to  Rocbauibeau,  pre- 
Rumcd  to  be  tbe  Baron  Cromot  du  Bourg,  relative  to  Rocbambcau's  campaigns  in 
America. 

*  Kapp'8  SteuboD,  609. 
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nccoiiipIiskiiieiiUt  {;»ve  liiin«  in  some  departmeDts,  a  poHltion  in  which 
ho  was  at  the  time  without  rivals.  His  publicatious  were  very  numer- 
ous both  iu  law  and  in  general  literature,  and  his  p:enius  for  languages 
continued  to  exhibit  itself  oven  in  extreme  old  age.  When  seventy-flvo 
he  received  from  the  French  Institute  a  prize  for  a  Memoir  on  the  In- 
dian Languages  of  North  America,  and  in  his  seventy-ninth  year  he 
published  a  work  of  singular  merit  on  the  Ohinese  SSystem  of  Writing. 
While  an  advocate  for  the  adoption  of  the  federal  Constitution,  he  fell 
afterwards  in  the  ranks  of  that  school  of  liberal  constructives  who  ac- 
cepted the  views  of  Jefferson  and  Madison.  By  Jefferson  he  wan  offered 
the  position  of  chief-justice  of  Louisiana,  whicb,  however,  he  declined. 
Great  as  was  his  gift  for  the  mastery  of  languages,  he  never  was  able 
to  lose  his  strong  French  accent;  but  notwithstanding  this  drawback 
he  wrote  and  spoke  English  with  remarkable  elegance  of  style  and  force 
of  argument.  In  character  he  was  singularly  guileless  and  pure.  In 
his  old  age  his  api>earauce  was  peculiarly  quaiut,  and  his  l>earing  was 
much  aOccted  by  his  extreme  short-sightedness,  which,  while  it  was  of 
benefit  to  him  in  the  endurance  of  vision  it  gave  him  in  reading  and 
writing,  somewhat  embarrassed  him  iu  his  social  ventures.  He  died 
in  Philadelphia  on  April  1,  1844,  and  was  buried  with  honors  which 
showed  how  strong  were  the  veneration  and  honor  felt  for  him  by  the 
whole  community.  It  is  proper  that  this  notice  shall  be  here  taken  of 
him,  since  not  only  does  the  Department  of  btate  retain  the  reconls  of 
his  ability  and  industry  as  assistant  to  our  first  Secretary  of  State,  but 
there  was  scarcely  a  question  of  international  law  arising  under  our 
earlier  administrations  as  to  which  he  was  not  consulted.* 

§  79.  John  Kulb,  or  de  Kalb,  as  he  was  after- 
seary  o.  \vards  Called,  was,  according  to  his  biography,  t  the 
son  of  a  German  peasant,  and  was  born  iu  I72I.  Entering  in  early 
life  iu  the  French  army,  and  dropping  his  German  nationality,  he  as- 
sumed the  title  of  '^  baroo,"  to  which  he  had  no  hereditary  right,  but 
which  he  maintained  with  a  success  the  more  remarkable,  as  such 
titles  were  jealously  watched,  they  being  essential  in  the  French  sys- 
tem to  high  military  promotion.  His  rank,  however,  was  acquiesced 
in  apparently  without  question;  and  it  is  due  to  him  to  presume  that, 
in  view  of  his  subsequent  honorable  and  manly  ciireer,  it  was  iu 
some  way  acceded  to  him  by  French  authority.  lie  obtained  some 
distinction  iu  the  French  service,  and  attached  himself  to  the  mili- 
tary family  of  Count  Broglic,  whose  relations  to  America  are  noticed 
in  a  preceding  section. 


*  To  DupoDcenu  we  owe  also  a  translatioD,  with  notes,  of  the  first  book  of  Bynker- 
shock's  Questiones  Juris  PuhHcif  published  in  Philadelphia  io  181(H  under  the  title  of 
a  Treatise  on  the  Law  of  War,  translated  from  the  original  Latin  of  Cornelios  Byu- 
kershoek,  etc. 

\  Kapp's  Life  of  Kalb,  N.  Y.,  1889. 
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"^■•^•^^^  *•  ^™*'    ♦  80.  Ill  17G7  Kalb  was  soiit  by   Olioiseul,  no 

doubt  on  Bro^lio'8  suggestion,  on  a  secret  mission 
to  Ainerioa,  doubtless  as  a  i>art  of  that  net- work  of  secret  service  by 
which  the  oflicial  diplomacy  of  France  was  undeilaid.  Kalb's  in- 
structions, as  given  by  Kapp,  were  sis  follows : 

(1)  M.  do  Kalb  will  repair  to  AtuHterdani,  and  thorc  direct  his  particular  attou- 
tiou  to  the  riiiuors  iii  circiilatiuii  about  the  EngliMh  coloiiistH.  Should  they  appear 
to  be^woU  fbuudedy  he  will  im mediately  make  preparations  lor  a  Journey  to  America. 

(2)  Ou  his  arrival  ho  will  inquire  into  the  intentions  of  the  inliabitauts,  and  en- 
diuivor  to  ascertain  whether  they  are  in  uco<l  of  good  oiiginours  and  artillery  oflUcers, 
or  other  individuals,  and  whether  they  should  be  supplied  witii  them. 

(3)  lie  will  inform  himself  of  their  facilities  for  procuring  supplies,  and  will  And 
out  what  quantities  of  munitions  of  war  and  provisions  thoy  are  able  to  procure. 

(4)  He  will  acquaint  himself  with  the  greater  or  lesser  strength  of  their  purpose  to 
withdraw  from  the  British  Qoverument. 

(5)  Ho  will  examine  their  resources  in  troops,  fortifled  places,  and  forts,  and  will 
seek  to  discover  their  plan  of  revolt,  and  the  lexMlers  who  are  expected  to  direct  and 
control  it. 

Great  reliance  is  plaood  on  the  intelligence  and  address  of  M.  Kalb  in  the  pursuit 
of  a  missioil  requiriug  an  uncommon  degree  of  tact  and  shrewdness,  and  he  is  ex- 
pccted  to  rep<»rt  progress  as  often  as  possible. 

Kalb,  according  to  his  biognipher,  was  at  llrst  unwilling  to  accept 
the  trust.  It  was  earnestly  pressed,  however,  on  him  by  Choiseul,  all 
whose  energies  were  bent  on  a  recovery  of  French  honor  and  inlluence, 
and  who  felt  that  this  could  be  eHectivcly  furthered  by  aiding  the  Col- 
onies in  a  revolt,  if  there  wsts  one,  against  the  mother  country. 

"Do  not,'*  said  Choisenl,  "decline  the  mission  with  whitdi  I  have  intrusted  you.  I 
know  that  it  is  dilTicult,  and  requires  great  sagacity  ;  but  1  have  fixed  my  desire  upon 
you  after  much  deliburation,  and  know  that  you  will  see  no  ns'isou  to  regret  it.  Ask 
of  me  the  means  which  you  think  necessary  for  itf>  execution.  1  will  furnish  you 
with  them  all." 

Under  this  innuence  Kalb  conseuted  to  undertake  the  mission,  and  in 
order  at  the  outset  to  familiarize  himself  with  the  business  relations  of 
theOolonies  he  visited  Holland  and  tlien  EnghiiHt  in  search  of  the  requi- 
site information.  After  a  long  st<iy  in  Holland  and  a  short  sUiy  in 
London  he  sailed  on  the  4th  of  October  from  Oravcsend  to  Philadel- 
phia, where  he  did  not  arrive  until  January  12, 17G8,  after  a  voyage  as 
rough  and  exhausting  as  it  was  protracted. 

Of  Kalb's  letters,  in  which  he  reported  to  Choisenl  his  observations 
on  colonial  conditions,  it  is  requisite  at  present  only  to  give  such  pas- 
sages iis  apply  to  the  diplomatic  relations  which  the  United  States 
were  about  to  enter  into.  The  determination  of  the  population  not  to 
pay  the  tiixes  imposed  by  the  British  Government  he  reported  on  Jan- 
uary 15,  17G8,  to  be  general  and  resolute. 

"Although  each  province  has  its  own  separate  and  distinct  assembly,  thoy  all  re- 
fused to  acquiesce  in  the  niciisiiro  with  the  hhiuo  decision  and  unanimity  as  if  they 
had  jointly  deliberated  upon  their  lino  of  action.  Some,  it  is  true,  were  more  violent 
than  others,  but  the  substance  of  each  icfiisal  was  the  same.    Tlio  most  violent  of 
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these  provincial  assemblioe  wore  tbose  of  Boston  and  Philadelphia,  where  the 
inissioiicrs  of  tlio  new  impost  wore  even  threatened  in  their  persons.  •  •  •  AH 
depends  upon  the  policy  of  the  court,  which  promises  to  be  a  conciliatory  onet  as  the 
ailvantage  derived  by  the  British  people  from  their  connection  with  the  Colonies  is 
too  great  to  permit  the  government  to  stop  short  of  any  oflforts  to  preserve  this  inval- 
uable magazine  of  raw  profluctions  and  this  most  profitable  market  for  its  manafaol^ 
uros.  The  present  condition  of  the  Colonies  is  not  such  as  to  enable  them  to  repd 
force  by  force,  but  tboir  value  1o  the  mother  country  is  their  best  safegaard  against 
any  violation  of  tlieir  real  or  imaginary  privileges.  In  case  of  an  iosarrootion  the 
colonists  would  have  nothing  but  their  militia  to  depend  upon,  which,  though  Tery 
numerous,  is  not  the  bcMt  disciplined.  Ou  the  other  hand,  the  immense  extent  of  the 
country,  the  want  of  rca<ly  money,  the  discord  among  the  governors  of  the  variaos 
X>rovinceR,  all  independent  of  each  other,  present  great  obstacles  to  the  formation  of 
an  army  and  the  speedy  opening  of  hostilities  in  the  respective  neighborhoods.'' 

This  was  only  three  days  after  his  arrival  at  Philadelphia.  In  a  let- 
tor  of  January  20,  eight  days  after  his  arrival,  he  said : 

''  These  acl«'' — those  imposing  duties  on  tea,  pepper,  etc., — "  are  considered  so  many 
violations  of  tlicir  privileges,  and  revive  all  the  grievances  which  the  colonists 
claim  to  have  sufTorod  at  the  hands  of  the  home  government." 

On  Kalb's  journey  from  Philadelphia  to  New  York,  on  January  26, 
1708,  the  boat  on  which  he  was  crossing  from  New  Jersey  to  Stateu 
Island  was  cast  adrift  on  the  way,  and  some  of  the  passengers  died  from 
the  exposure,  while  Kalb  lost  his  baggage,  his  money,  and  his  cipher, 
and  was  so  much  injured  by  the  exposure  that  he  was  not  able  to  write 
to  Ohoiseul  until  February  25.    lie  then  said : 

"The  Colonics  seem  to  intrench  themselves  more  and  more  in  their  system  of  oppo- 
sition and  of  economy.  *  *  *  All  classes  of  people  here  are  imbued  with  such  a 
spirit  of  independence  and  freedom  from  control  that  if  all  the  provinces  can  be 
united  under  a  common  representation,  an  inOopendent  state  will  soon  be  formed. 
At  all  event9  it  will  certainly  come  forth  in  time.  Whatever  may  be  done  in  London, 
tliiH  country  is  growing  too  powerful  to  be  much  longer  governed  at  so  great  a  dis- 
tance." 

From  Boston  he  thus  wrote  on  Marcli  2,  17G8 : 

''  I  meet  with  the  Hanin  opinions  as  in  the  provinces  already  visited,  only  expressed 
with  greater  violunce  and  acrimony.  •  •  •  The  inhabitants  of  this  province 
(Massachusetts)  are  almost  exclusively  Englishmen  or  of  English  stock,  and  the 
liberties  so  long  enjoyed  by  them  have  only  swelled  the  pride  and  presumption 
peculiar  to  this  people.  All  these  circumstances  go  to  show  but  too  clearly  that 
there  will  be  no  moans  of  inducing  them  to  accept  of  assistance  from  abroad.  In 
fact,  they  are  so  well  convinced  of  the  justice  of  their  cause,  the  clemency  of  the 
king,  and  of  their  own  importance  to  the  mother  country,  that  they  have  never  con- 
templated the  possibility  of  extreme  measures.  *  *  *  I  am  more  and  moro  aston- 
islie<l  at  the  immense  number  of  merchantmen  to  be  seen  in  all  the  ports,  rivers,  ami 
bays  from  the  Potomac  and  Chesapeake  to  Boston  harbor.  And  in  addition  to  these, 
numberless  ships  are  in  course  of  construction.  What  must  have  been  the  trade  of 
the  Colonies  before  the  disturbances  began  ! " 

From  New  York,  on  April  24,  17C8,  when  on  the  eve  of  his  return 
voyage,  he  thus  wrote : 

"Even  admitting  the  possibility  of  positive  rupture,  the  opening  of  aotnal  hoatili- 
ties  between  |ihe  court  and  the  Colonies  can  not  but  be  far  distant,  as  it  prosnppoeee 
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tho  participaiion  of  the  poople,  the  sbipinent  of  Inrge  mawes  of  troops,  and  extensive 
levies  of  soldiers  and  sailors.  On  tho  other  band,  tho  Colonics,  if  hard  pressed,  would 
make  a  pretense  of  submission  to  gain  time  for  creatinji;  a  navy,  concentrating  and 
disciplining  their  forces,  and  making  other  needful  preparations." 

As  sustaiDiug  Kalb's  couclusions  as  to  tho  unlikelihood  of  immedi- 
ate revolt  of  a  character  which  would  iuvoke  French  aid,  Kapp,  Kalb's 
biographer,  cites  the  concurrent  opinion  of  Durant,  tho  French  ambas- 
sador at  London,  who  on  August  30, 17G8,  declared  an  early  revolution 
in  tho  Colonies  improbable ;  while  Ohfttelot,  who  succoedod  Durant, 
told  Ghoiseul  that  any  premature  hostilities  of  France  against  England 
would  bring  out  the  Oolonies  on  the  English  side.  And,  as  elsewhere 
seen,  that  was  at  the  time  the  opinion  of  both  Washington  and  Frank- 
lin, who  would  have  been  ready  at  that  era,  if  there  had  been  a  rupt- 
ure between  France  and  England  and  if  England  took  an  attitude  of 
conciliation,  to  support  England  against  France.* 

Enters  ^»«rto»  ••'^ce  in     |  81.  Aftor  Kalb^s  rotum  to  Fraiico  he  continued 

unemployed  and  without  marked  promotion  until 
177G.  It  was  not  strange  that  he  should  have  then  looked  forward  to 
employment  in  the  war  which  had  then  actually  begun  in  America.  On 
November  10, 1770,  Silas  Deane  accepted  his  services  as  a  '<  gentleman 
of  independent  fortune  and  certain  prospect  of  advancement  here,  but 
a  zealous  friend  of  liberty,  civil  and  religious."  Under  this  arrange- 
ment with  Deane,  Ealb  had  assigned  to  him  the  rank  of  major-general, 
to  date  from  November  0,  1776. 

Lord  Stormont,  British  minister  at  Paris,  was  not  without  informa- 
tion of  Kalb's  pix)jected  adventure.  In  a  letter  quoted  by  Kapp  (p.  86) 
he  advised  Lord  Weymouth,  then  secretary  o(  stjite,  that — 

*'AM.  Colbdya  Swiss  officer,  formerly  in  this  sorvico,  who  mnrriod  a  dauj^hter 
of  the  famous  ran  Robais,  was  sent  for  to  Fontainoblean,  and  staid  tliero  some  days. 
It  was  propose<l  to  him  that  ho  should  go  to  St.  Domingo  and  frniu  thence  to  North 
America;  he  shonld  have  the  rank  of  brigadier  and  9,000  to  10,000  livresayear 
during  the  time  of  his  being  omployod.  These  conditions  ho  accepted  after  some 
beHitation  and  set  out  from  heiico  on  Monday  last.  lie  is  accompanied  by  HoUkou- 
dorff,  a  Prussian  by  birth,  who  was  likowiso  engaged  b}'  this  court,  and  has  had  the 
rank  of  lieutenant-colonel  given  him,  with  (i,000  livros  a  year.  Ho  is  not  thought  to 
to  bo  an  officer  of  any  distinction,  but  M.  Co.^bdis,  I  am  told,  a  man  of  ability.  He 
was  sent  to  North  America  during  the  ministry  of  M.  do  Choisoul,  who  gave  him  the 
*  ordre  do  m<Srite.' " 

Stormont  was  probably  misinformed  as  to  "  Colbc"  bein^  "engaged" 
to  go  to  America  by  the  French  court,  since  there  is  no  trace  of  this  in 
either  the  French  archives  or  our  own  or  in  Kalb's  correspondence.  But 
there  is  no  doubt  that  Kalb  obtiiined  the  assent  of  the  French  authorities 
before  he  accepted  Deane's  oiler. 

It  was  not  until  December  7  that,  according  to  Kapp,  the  terms  with 


*  De  Kalb's  mission  of  17G8  is  discussed  in  a  paper  tratinlated  by  Sparks  from  a 
manuscript  found  in  the  French  war  department.    (32  Sparks  MSS.  Harvard  Col- 
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Deane  wero  finally  settled  {  and  when  so  settled  they  embraced  stipu- 
lations as  to  La  Fayette,  then  in  his  nineteenth  year,  though  a  inarriDd 
man  with  one  child.  La  Fayette  was  a  relative  of  the  Coiiut  de  Broglie 
and  was  introduced  by  Broglie  to  Deane. 

In  order  to  eviule  the  observation  of  the  British  minister  and  his 
si^ies,  the  8hi])nienf3  destined  by  France  to  America  were  distriboted 
in  vessels  at  the  ports  of  Havre,  Nantes,  L'Orient,  and  Dunkirk.  Bveo 
when  on  the  eve  of  embarkation,  however,  the  vessels  wero  subject  to 
various  delays.  Du  Coudray  set  sail,  after  having  been  previously  oom- 
polled  to  put  back,  on  February  14,  1777.  It  was  not  until  March  26, 
that  Kalb  and  La  Fayette  set  sail.  La  Fayette  being  detained  by  the 
intervention  of  his  family;  but  even  when  embarked  their  difflculties 
were  not  over.  La  Fayette,  the  ship  having  entered  for  dispatches  the 
port  of  St.  Sebastian,  in  Spain,  received  orders  from  Yergennes  to  re- 
turn to  France.  This  he  did,  and  after  arranging  a  settlement  with  hie 
family,  the  VictoirCj  which  he  had  chartered,  sec  sail  on  April  20,  having 
on  board,  in  addition  to  La  Fayette  and  Kalb,  a  number  of  French 
officers. 

Of  Kalb's  zealourt  and  at  the  same  time  intelligent  attachment  to 
the  American  cause  not  only  his  services  in  camp  and  council  but  his 
own  statements  bear  witness.  Thus  in  a  letter,  heretofore  unpublished, 
in  the  De[)artinent  of  SUite,  addressed  to  Dr.  Frederic  Phyle,  at  Phila- 
delphia, dated  at  Paris,  December  2G,  1775,  he  says  (in  German),  ^HIuU 
he  would  bo  ghully  a]>prised  of  a  good  harmony  restore<l  between  the 
Colonies  and  the  mother  country.  I  hardly  can  believe,"  he  adds,  *'  that 
the  English  ministry  will  pursue  the  rash  and  unjust  measures  and 
l)ush  the  Colonies  to  violent  extremities  to  preserve  their  natural  ami 
constitutional  liberties."  But  he  then  goes  on  to  say  (in  German)  that  it' 
the  war  should  (;ontinue  between  England  and  the  Colonies,  he  would 
cheerfully  i)ut  his  **  thirty-two  years "  of  miliUiry  experience  at  the 
service  of  Congress  if  oflicially  requested.  This  was  nearly  a  year  be- 
fore he  took  i)arc  in  the  movement,  narrated  in  the  prior  chapter,  to 
make  '^  Count  Broglie"  comniander-in-cliiof  of  the  American  armies; 
and  his  iuterest  in  that  movement>,  t-iiken  up  temporarily,  ceiu;ed,  as  vo 
have  seen,  after  he  had  arrived  in  America  and  saw  how  absurd  such  an 
appointment  would  be. 

13oth  Marshal  liroglie  and  Count  Broglie  assented  to  Kall^s  course  in 
devoting  liimself  to  the  American  cause  under  the  chieftaincy  of  Wash- 
ington, and  it  wius  settled  that  he  was  to  have  a  leave  of  absence  for 
two  years  froui  the  French  service  to  engnge  in  the  service  of  America, 
with  the  understanding  that  a  brigadiership  should  be  conferred  on 
him  on  the  first  opportunity  in  France. 

To  the  fidelity,  skill,  and  bravery  shown  by  Ealb  when  in  the  Amer- 
ican service  it  is  not  within  the  range  of  the  present  writer  to  pay  a 
detailed  tribute.  His  death  on  the  battle-field,  falling  in  a  gallaut 
charge,  after  ;iction  the  most  heroic,  was  the  closing  of  a  service  to 
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America  markod  by  the  same  characteristics  of  Iieroism,  gallantry,  aud 
inih'tary  skill.* 
Kalb's  death  is  thas  narrated : 

IIiLi^BOROUGii,  September  2,  1780. 

Sir  :  Tho  Baron  de  Kalb,  takon  bgr  tho  Dritish  and  mortally  wounded,  dosirod  me 
to  repair  immediately  to  Phtladolphia,  to  give,  iu  his  name,  to  Con;rros8  a  full  acconnt 
of  bis  transactiouA  relative  to  bis  command  of  tbe  Maryland  and  Delaware  lino,  since 
his  departure  from  Pennsylvania,  to  clear  bis  memory  of  every  fiilso  or  malignant 
ttisinaf^tion  wbicb  migbt  bave  boon  mtide  by  some  invidious  persons,  but  as  my 
woaiids  do  not  permit  me  to  travel  as  fast  as  I  could  desire,  I  Miought  it  convenient 
to  prerent  {tio,)  you  sir,  of  my  repairing  to  Congress  with  all  the  baron's  papers  and 
Bcnoants,  that  no  measure  be  taken  towards  this  affair  before  my  arrival  in  Phila- 
delphia, wbicb  will  be  as  speedily  as  possible.  The  Uaron  de  Kalb,  deserted  by  all 
the  militia,  who  fled  at  the  first  fire,  withstood  with  the  greatest  bravery,  coolness, 
ftod  intrepidity,  with  the  brave  Marylanders  alone,  the  furious  charge  of  the  whole 
British  army;  bat  superior  bravery  was  obliged  at  length  to  yield  to  superior  num- 
bers, and  the  baron,  baving  had  his  horse  killed  under  him,  fell  in  tbe  hands  of  the 
snemy,  pierced  with  eight  wounds  of  bayonet  and  three  musket-balls.  I  stood  by 
\he  baron  during  the  action  aud  shared  his  fate,  being  takon  by  his  side,  wounded 
in  both  arms  and  bauds.  Lord  Corn  wallts  and  Rawdon  treated  us  with  tho  greatest 
sivility.  The  baron,  dying  of  his  wouuds  two  days  after  tho  action,  was  buried 
nritb  all  tbe  honors  of  war  and  bis  funeral  attended  by  all  tho  ofllcers  of  the  British 
irmy.  The  doctor  having  reported  to  Lord  Cornwallis  tho  impossibility  of  curing 
ny  wounds  in  that  part  of  the  continent,  bo  admitted  me  to  my  parole,  to  go  to  Phil- 
idelphia,  foreffeoting  an  exchange  between  me  and  Lieutenant-Colonel  Hamilton, 
vrisoner  of  war  at  Philadelphia.  But,  sir,  being  informed  by  Governor  Nash  that 
.bis  Mr.  Hamilton  is  a  man  of  very  groat  influence  among  sonio  Indian  tribes,  and 
.hat  this  exchange  may  proveof  dangerous  consequences,  I  submit  in  that  case  to  drop 
,he  matter  altogether,  being  unwilling  that  my  exchange  should  be  attended  with 
the  least  injury  to  our  cause,  and  should  I  not  bo  able  to  uogotiato  another  exchange 
[  will  fulfill  the  tenor  of  my  parole. 

With  tho  highest  esteem  and  consideration,  I  have  tho  honor  to  be,  sir,  your  ex- 
cellency's most  obedient  aud  most  bumble  servant, 

Le  CiI.  DuilUYSSON.t 

§  82.  Goudray,  or  Du  Coudray,  au  eminent  Frencli  artil- 
oa  r»y.  j^^^  otllcer,  whosc  name  appojvrs  frequently  in  the  following 
volumes,  was  selected  by  St.  Germain,  secretary  of  war,  in  1775,  to 
visit  the  French  arsenals,  for  tho  purpose  of  determining  what  muni- 
tions of  war  could  be  drawn  from  for  American  purposes  in  case  it  was 
determined  to  render  aid  to  America.  In  September,  177G,  he  visited 
Strasburg,  Dijon,  Metz,  Besan9on,  Gliitrleville,  and  other  post.s,  where 
bo  selected  "two  hundred  4-pouiider  field  pieces,  with  a  liundred  thou- 
sand balls,  besides  thirty  thousand  stand  of  smailiirms  and  ammunition, 
and  four  thousand  tents.'^t 


'As  to  the  claim  of  Kalb's  rcprenoiita lives   against  the  Uuilnd  States,  see  tii/rn, 
Luzerne  to  Livingston,  April  17,  1782  ;  Livingston  to  Luzerne,  June  7,  178*2  ;  Luzerne 

tThis  interesting  letter  is  in  Papers  of  Continental  Congress,  No.  78,  vol.  7,  IJopart- 
ment  of  Stat-e,  and  bas  never  been  published.      It  escaped  the  nulico  of  Kapp  when 
preparing  his  life  of  Kalb. 
to  Congress,  April  28,  1784  ;  and  also  Kapp's  life  of  Kalb. 

IKapp's  Kalb,  84;  see  also  Coudray's  Memoirs,  MSS.,  Dopartnient  of  State. 
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Sartorie,  secrct^ary  of  the  iiavy,  joiued  iq  the  same  movemeut;  aod, 
iu  order  to  throw  the  British  agents,  who  were  placed  on  watoli  iu  every 
port,  ofif  their  guard,  the  vessels  employed  had  inauifests  of  San  Do- 
iniugo,  while  the  oQicers  engaged  had  given  to  them  advanced  rauk|  iu 
view  of  their  colonial  service  as  thus  proclaimed. 

The  AmphitritCy  in  which  General  Du  Ooudray  and  his  salt  were  to  be 
carried,  set  sail  from  Havre  on  December  14,  177G,  but,  in  consequence 
of  the  bad  equipment  of  the  shij),  which  made  her  unGt  for  the  sea, 
returned  after  a  few  days,  as  is  detailed  in  Du  Coudray's  Memoirs, 
to  L'Orient.  It  was  not  until  February  14,  1777,  that  the  Amphi- 
trite  finally  sailed,  Du  Goudray  having  arranged  the  cargo  and  pas- 
sengers to  his  own  mind,  and  having  at  last  overcome  the  difficol- 
ties  incident  in  part  to  the  system  of  duplicity  adopted  by  the  French 
court,  in  part  to  the  mismanagement  of  Beaumarchais.  He  arrived  in 
Philadelphia  towards  the  end  of  June,  when  he  applied  for  the  rank  of 
mnjor-general,  assigned  him  by  Deanc,  to  be  accompanied  with  the 
command  of  the  engineers  as  well  as  of  the  artillery.  But  these  pre- 
tensions met  with  immediate  and  vehement  resistance.  Knox,  who, 
though  without  military  training,  had  a  strong  hold  on  the  army,  re- 
signed when  he  found  that  he  was  to  be  outranked  by  Du  Ooadray, 
and  was  sustained  by  resignations  by  Sullivan  and  Greene.  Congress, 
to  settle  matters,  refused  to  accept  these  resignations,  and  also  declined 
to  assign  Du  Coudray  to  the  artillery,  giving  him  instead  of  the  rank 
of  major-general  that  of  inspcctorgenersil  of  ordnance.  In  this  he 
acquiesced,  and  applied  for  permission  to  join  the  army,  just  before  the 
battle  of  Brandywine,  as  a  volunteer  captain  of  engineers.  On  Sep- 
tember 10,  however,  he  was  drowned  in  the  Schuylkill. 

A  very  voluminous  paper  from  Du  Ooudra^^  vindicating  himself  from 
the  charge  of  fractiousness  in  the  movements  connected  with  his  em- 
barkation, was  sent  by  him  to  Congress,  and  is  now  on  file  in  the  De- 
l)artment  of  State.  A  part  of  this  j)aper  is  given  at  pages  353  ff.  of 
Doniol's  work,  heretofore  cited  ;  and  the  position  taken  by  Doniol,  ns 
well  as  by  other  French  critics,  is  that  Du  Coudray,  while  an  engineer 
of  great  ability,  wsis  a  mere  soldier  of  fortune,  ambitious  of  rank  ami 
money,  without  any  enthusiasm  in  the  American  cause,  and  requiring 
from  Congress,  in  a  tone  approaching  to  insolence,  concessions  incom- 
patible with  their  independence,  and  with  the  respect  due  the  ofilcers 
of  the  army  iis  then  constituted.*  It  was  to  the  arrogance  of  Du  Cou- 
dray's  course  that  Lafayette  traced  much  of  the  distrust  shown  by  Con- 
gress of  other  French  oQlcers  who  came  over  under  engagements  by 
Deane.t 

§  83.  Conrad  Alexander  Gerard  was  the  first  minister  from 

Geraru. 

any  foreign  court  to  the  United  States.    When  the  American 
commissioners  went  to  Paris,  in  the  year  177G,  he  was  principal  secre- 

*  Sco  also,  Lotn6iiiu'a  Lifu  of  neauiiiarcliais,  U3^. 

t  For  corrospoudeuce  as  to  Coudray,  see  index,  title  Coudray. 
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t4iry  to  the  couucil  of  state,  aud  on  terms  of  the  strictest  intimacy  and 
confidence  with  Count  de  Vergennos.  tlie  minhter  of  foreign  alfairs. 
Under  the  auspices  of  that  minister,  aud  in  concert  with  liim,  M.  Gerard 
early  took  a  strong  interest  in  the  concerns  of  the  United  SUites,  and 
abetted  the  cause  of  their,  independence.  Ue  negotiated,  on  tlie  part 
of  the  French  Government,  the  first  treaties  of  alliance  and  commerce 
with  the  United  States,  signed  on  the  Gth  of  February,  1778,  by  )iim 
for  one  of  the  contracting  parties,  aud  by  Franklin,  Deaue,  aud  Lee  for 
the  other. 

Uis  knowledge  of  American  affairs,  aud  Iiis  general  ability,  pointed 
him  out  as  the  most  suitable  person  to  represent  the  French  court  tis 
minister  to  Congress.  De  came  over  to  this  country  in  the  fieet  with 
Count  d'Estaing,  aud  arrived  in  Philadelphia  about  the  middle  of  July, 
1778.  After  discharging  the  duties  of  a  minister  plenipotentiary  for 
more.tbau  a  year  in  a  manner  highly  acceptable  to  Congress  and  the 
whole  country,  as  well  as  to  his  own  government,  he  asked  his  recall, 
and  took  his  fiual  leave  of  Congress  on  the  17th  of  September,  1779. 
Ue  returned  to  Europe  in  the  same  vessel  which  took  out  Mr.  Jay  as 
minister  plenipotentiary  to  the  court  of  Si)ain.* 

§84.  CsBsar  Aune  de  la  Luzerne  followed  M.  Gerard  as 
asern*.  mjnigter  plenipotentiary  from  France  to  the  United  States. 
He  served  with  distinction  in  the  Seven-years'  war,  and  in  177G  was  ap- 
I)ointed  envoy  extraordinary  to  America,  and  arrived  in  Philadelphia 
on  the  lilst  of  Septeftiber,  1779.  As  Gerard  was  still  discharging  the 
functions  of  his  ofiice,  the  Chevalier  de  la  Luzerne  did  not  receive  his 
first  audience  of  Congress  till  the  17th  of  November. 

From  that  time  to  the  end  of  the  war  he  applied  himself  sedulously 
to  the  duties  of  his  station,  and  by  the  suavity  of  his  manners,  as  well 
as  by  the  uniform  discretion  of  his  ofilcial  conduct,  lie  won  the  esteem 
aud  confidence  of  the  American  people.  His  eftorta  were  all  directed 
to  the  support  of  the  alliance,  on  the  principles  of  equity  and  the  broad 
basis  of  reciprocal  interests  established  in  the  treaties. 

After  remaining  in  the  United  States  more  than  five  years  he  obtained 
permissiou  to  visit  France,  although  he  did  not  then  resign  his  commis- 
siou  as  minister.  A  few  months  afterwards,  however,  he  wrote  to  Mr. 
Jay,  theu  Secretary  of  Foreign  Affairs,  that,  being  designed  by  the  king 
for  another  appointment,  his  character  .as  plenipotentiary  to  the  United 
States  had  ceased.    M.  Barbe  Marbois,  who  had  been  the  secretary  of 


•  5  Sparks'  Dip.  Kev.  Corr.,  553. 

For  Gorard'B  diploiuatic  corrcspoudcuco  in  respect  to  the  United  States,  see  iudox- 
titlo  Gerard. 

Gerard's  defect  as  an  adviser  of  Vergouucs,  wjis  tiie  HinldunuoHs  with  wliicli  lie 
reached  couclasions  ho  wns  obliged  afterwardM  to  abandon.  On  August  22,  1778, 
for  instance,  he  wrote  to  Vergonues  that  Washington,  iu  the  battle  of  Monmouth, 
acted  with  i^justioe  towards  Charles  Lee,  though  this  opinion  he  afterwards  took 
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legatiou  during  tho  wliolo  of  M.  do  la  Luzorue's  resideuce  in  Aiuericai 
succeeded  biin  as  cbarg6  d'afinircs.* 

lie  was  transfoiTed  on  leaving  the  United  Statea  to  the  post  of  am- 
bassador from  Franco  to  tbo  court  of  Loudon  io  January,  1788.  He 
remained  tbere  till  bis  deatb,  on  tbo  14tb  of  September,  1791,  at  tbe  age 
of  fifty  ye{irs.t 

Tbo  following  letters  relate  to  Luzerne  taking  leave  of  his  mission 
to  tbe  United  Slates.  It  is  proper  to  say  that  bis  whole  course  in  tbe 
United  Stiites  won  tbe  affection  as  well  as  tbe  respect  of  tbe  commun- 
ity in  which  bo  resided.  His  diplomatic  papers  are  referred  to  in  the 
index,  title  Luzerne. 

Luzeifie  io  Jay^  Secretary  of  Fweign  Affain, 

[TrAiiAlation  ]  t 

Paris  (date  nncortain),  1787. 

Sill:  I  claro  not  flatter  myaolf  that  3'oiir  exconcncy  luis  any  rocoUeotion  of  a  nian 
who  had  the  benefit  of  your  ncqnaiutance  bnt  a  few  dayn,  and  even  at  a  time  when 
he  could  not  express  hiuiMolf  io  your  hinguage. 

I  arrived  in  America,  sir,  when,  after  liaving  rendered  the  most  important  sorvicea 
to  the  Confederacy,  and  siistainud  with  the  greatest  distinotioo  tho  ofBce  of  Presi- 
dent of  Congress,  that  body  hail  intrusted  you  with  the  important  care  of  conducting 
their  affairs  in  Spain  and  in  the  principal  courts  of  Europe. 

I  have  resided  in  America  live  years  as  minister  plenipotentiary  of  tbe  king  to  Con- 
gross;  and  though  indeed  I  can  not  but  be  well  satisfied  with  tho  kindness  and  the 
confl<lonce  which  that  illustrious  body  have  ever  shown  mo,  I  have  always  regretted 
that  you  were  not  during  that  period  one  of  its  meuiborH.  YoA  departed  from  Europe 
when  1  returned  to  it.  At  that  time  I  flattered  myself  that  I  should  again  see  yon  in 
America  and  resume  my  duties  there;  but  his  majesty  has  tlioughi  Ht  to  give  me 
another  destination.  Will  you  have  tbe  goodness  t^  present  to  Congress  my  letters 
of  recall,  and  toex])ress  to  that  body  for  mo  the  high  sentiments  of  respect  and  vener- 
ation with  which  I  have  long  regarded  them. 

Allow  me  also  to  request  your  excellency  to  accept  the  assurances  of  the  attachment 
and  consideration  with  which  1  have  the  honor  to  be,  etc., 

LUZKIINB. 

Luzrrtie  io  the  President  of  Coitgreas, 

I  Translation. J  ^ 

Annapolis,  Jannary  29,  1784. 
Sir:  I  have  the  last  year  presented  to  Congress  several  notes  respecting  which  no 
answer  has  been  given  me.  I  have  reason  to  believe,  however,  that  it  has  taken 
resolutions  on  nuiiiy  of  these  notes.  Not  to  importune  Congress  by  reiterations,  I 
pray  you  to  be  pleased  to  inform  me  of  what  has  passed  on  this  subject,  nnd  especially 
with  regard  to  the  ratification  of  the  contract  entered  into  between  the  king  and  the 
United  Statx^s  for  the  various  loans  which  his  majesty  has  made  them  and  concern- 
ing the  measures  taken  for  the  payment  of  the  interest  on  the  sums  lent  to  the  United 
States  by  his  majesty  or  for  which  he  has  become  responsible. 
I  have  the  honor  to  be,  etc., 

LUZRRNR. 


•  5  Sparks'  Dip.  Rev.  Corr.,  049. 

From  him  the  county  of  Luzerne  in  Pennsylvania  was  named. 
tSoe  index  to  Clinton-Cornwallis  Controversy,  title  Lnzerne. 
\  6  Sparks'  Dip.  Kev.  Corr.,  138. 
«  /ftR,  128. 
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Of  Luzerne'H  course  in  England  Wraxnll  tlins  speaks :  "  I  lived  in  habits  of  great  in- 
timacy with  him  from  his  first  arrival  in  England  nearly  to  the  termination  of  his  em- 
bassy. Natnre  had  not  bestowed  on  him  any  external  advantages.  Neither  his  person, 
manners,  nor  address  seemed  to  be  adapted  for  a  drawing-room,  and  his  sight  was  so 
defective  that  it  approaclicd  to  blindness.  Scarcely  could  ho  distinguish  objects  unless 
brought  close  to  his  eye.  But  he  compensated  for  these  corporeal  defects  by  a  sound 
clear  understanding  and  habits  of  business.  Though  he  seldom  attempted  to  speak 
English  he  nnderstoml  the  language,  having  resided  a  long  time  in  America  as 
minister  from  France  during  the  war  carried  on  against  the  transtiilautic  Colonies. 
Such  a  mission  did  not  seem  to  lay  a  good  foundation  for  his  favorable  reception  here, 
or  to  form  a  recommendation  at  8t.  James.  It  is  a  fact  that  on  the  day  when  he  went 
to  the  palace  to  be  presented  to  the  king  he  wore  in  his  button-hole  the  insignia  of 
the  order  of  CtncinnatH»j  which  had  been  conferred  on  him  by  Washington.  For- 
tunately, arriving  before  his  majesty  came  out  of  his  closet  to  conuuence  the  levee, 
some  of  his  friends  ha<l  time  to  represent  to  the  new  ambassador  the  impropriety  of 
appearing  in  the  presence  of  George  the  Third  decorated  with  nn  order  instituted  by 
one  of  his  former  subjects.  La  Lus^rne  instantly  took  it  ofl'  and  put  it  in  his  pocket. 
An  he  was  unmarried,  being  a  knight  of  Malta,  the  Viscountess  de  la  Lnzerne,  a 
daughter  of  the  Count  de  Montmorin,  who  had  married  the  ambassaclor's  nephew, 
came  over  from  France  to  do  the  honors  of  his  house.  After  the  king's  first  great 
inteliectnal  malady  in  June  17Bi),  LaLuzerue  gave  a  splendid  entertainment  in  com- 
memoration of  his  recovery.  The  qncen  was  present  at  it*,  with  her  court ;  and  during 
sapper  the  visconntess,  as  representing  the  French  ambassa<lre8s,  stood  behind  her 
majesty's  chair.  Within  five  years  afterwards  I  went  to  pay  my  respects  to  her  at  a 
small  Imlging  situate  in  George  street,  Portman  square,  Just  behind  the  noble  mansion 
which  the  ambnssador  bad  occupied  in  that  square.  She  received  me  in  a  room  where 
stood  two  neat  white  beds,  and  appeared  to  support  with  great  equanimity  her  change 
of  fortune.  But  she  did  not  long  snrvive,  and  I  have  heard  that  she  accelerated  her  ^ 
own  end,  which,  I  believe,  took  place  at  Rouen.  She  was  young,  amiable,  nnd  of  most 
engaging  manners.  Her  father,  Countde  Montmorin,  perished  earl}'  in  the  revolntion. 
Nor  did  the  ambassador  himself  live  to  witness  the  execution  of  his  unfortunate 
master.  In  1792  he  was  attacked  with  a  paralytic  complaint,  for  which  he  repaired 
to  Southampton,  where  ho  expired.  Tlie  calamities  of  his  country,  together  with  his 
own  individual  misfortunes  flowing  from  that  source,  embittered  his  latter  days  and 
hastened  his  dissolution.  His  remains  being  sent  over  toCnen,  in  Normandy,  for  the 
pur]>oee  of  interment,  the  revolutionary  populace  of  the  city  precipitated  his  body 
into  the  river  Orne,  which  flows  through  that  place."    (2  Wraxall's  Memoirs,  245.) 

**The  Marquis  dela  Luzorno  had  been  for  many  yeara  married  t^)  his  brother's  wife's 
siHtcr  secretly.  Slie  was  ugly  and  deformed,  but  seuHible,  amiable,  and  rather  rich, 
When  he  was  ambassador  in  London,  with  10,000  guineas  a  year,  the  marriage  was 
avowed,  and  ho  reliu<iiiisbed  his  cross  of  Malta,  from  which  he  derived  a  handsome 
revenue  for  life,  and  wliich  was  very  open  to  a<1vaiicement.  Not  long  ago  she  died. 
His  real  aA'ection  for  her,  which  wjis  great  and  unfeigned,  and  probal)1y  the  loss  of 
his  order  for  so  short-lived  a  satisfaction,  has  thrown  him  almost  into  a  state  of 
despondency.     He  is  now  here."    (Jefl'<;r80n  to  Madison,  Taris.  July  :n,  1788.) 

For  the  United  States  to  own  fmlirries  and  conquer  Canada  would  bo  to  destroy 
French  fishing  rights  and  render  America  more  dangerous  to  Fran(^e  than  England. 
He  desires  to  obtain  Cape  Breton  for  France.*  (Luzerne  to  Vergcnnes,  January  11, 
1782.) 

•  "The  Count  do  la  Luzerne  is  an  indolent,  pleanant  companion,  a  man  of  honor, 
and  obstinate  as  yon  please,  but  he  has  somewhat  of  the  creed  of  General  Gates,  that 
the  world  does  a  great  part  of  its  own  liusiness  without  the  aid  of  those  who  are  at 
the  base  of  aifairs."    (Gouvorneur  Morris*  Diary,  2Si.) 
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A  curious  letter  from  LuKeriio  to  Vergennos  of  May  13, 1781,  ae  to  loans  to  SaUiTaoi 
is  given  in  11  Magazine  o£  Aniorioau  History,  etc.,  158. 

In  tbe  same  volumo,  page  157,  is  given  a  statement  from  English  souroee  as  to  tbe 
loyalty  of  Sullivan. 

See  on  this  topic,  id.,  353,  for  answer  to  above. 

In  the  Diary  of  Gouverueur  Morris  (1889)  will  bo  found  several  interesting  refereooes 
to  Luzerne. 

In  studying  Luzerne's  correspondence  it  must  be  kept  in  mind  that  on  the  question 
of  Cnunda  and  the  fisheries  he  was  liy  no  means  in  aecord  with  Yergennes.  Both 
Luzerne  and  Marbois  were  anxious  for  the  recon<iuest  of  maritime  Canada,  and  in 
this  way  of  obtaining  at  least  a  share  in  the  adjacent  fisheries,  and  they  consequently 
would  not  acquiesce  in  the  claims  of  the  United  States  to  any  ozclusive  right  in  these 
fisheries.  Yergennes  was  opposed  to  an  attempt  to  reconquer  Canada,  and  ultimately 
at  least  made  no  opx^osition  to  the  claims  set  up  to  the  fisheries  by  the  United  States. 

Mftrboi*.  I  35,  Marbois  (BarW  Marbois)  was  born  in  Jannary,  1745, 

and  died  in  January,  1837.  After  several  niiuor  diplomatio 
appointments  in  Oermany  be  became  secratary  to  the  French  legation 
in  the  United  States  and  subsequently  French  consul-general  at 
Philadelpliia,  wliere  he  married  a  daughter  of  Governor  Mooi-e,  of 
Pennsylvania,  lie  was  transferred  in  1785  to  the  governorship  of 
San  Domingo,  returning  to  France  in  1790.  Under  the  republican 
r6giine  he  was  banished  to  Ouiana;  but  he  was  recalled  in  1801 
and  became  minister  of  finance.  In  this  capacity  he  made  the  sale  of 
Louisiana  to  tiio  United  States  for  75,000,000  francs,  when  he  was  au- 
tliorized  by  Napoleon  to  sell,  if  he  could  do  no  better,  for  60,000,000 
francs.  lie  remained  in  ollice,  with  one  or  two  intermissions,  until  the 
close  of  the  empire,  and  in  1814  voted  for  the  recall  of  the  Bourbons. 
Placed  at  the  head  of  the  ofllce  of  accounts  by  Louis  XVIII.  he  was 
ordered  out  of  Paris  by  Napoleon  in  the  hundred  days,  but  resumed 
his  office  on  the  return  of  Louis  XVIII.  To  Louis  Philippe,  in  whose 
reign  he  died,  he  took  the  oath  of  allegiance.  Among  his  works  are 
R^liexious  8ur  la  colonic  de  Saint- Domiugue,  179G;  Gomplot  d'Arnold 
et  Sir  Ilenry  Clinton,  etc.,  181G;  Histoire  de  la  Louisiaue  et  de  la  ces- 
sion de  cette  colonic,  etc.,  1828.* 

Marbois'  diplomatic  corrcBponileiice  is  referred  to  in  the  index,  title  Marbois.  Under 
date  of  March  13,  1782,  wiU  be  found  the  famous  letter,  imputed  to  him,  Avhich  was 
used  to  show  the  w.'int  of  candor  of  France  to  America. 


*  See  Laroustte's  Diet.,  tit.  BarbiS-Marbois. 
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CHAPTER  V. 

ATTITUDE  OF  SPAIN  TO  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

wminE  to  keep  np  American  §  S^'  Spuiii  took  towanls  America  three  AxB- 
VSghn^waLmf^^"*^^'  ^'"^^  successivc  policios  (luriug  the  revolution- 
ary war.  The  first  was  in  1770,  wheu,  with  the 
Philippines  again  threatened,  Gibraltar  festering  in  her  side,  with  the 
hamiliations  of  the  Seven-years'  war  becomnig  more  unbearable  with 
time,  and  with  the  menace  to  her  American  possessions  which  was 
given  by  the  immediate  neighborhood  of  British  Colonies  to  the  north, 
she  was  glad  to  contribute,  so  far  as  she  could  do  so  without  public 
rupture,  to  keeping  these  Colonies  in  a  state  of  permanent  disafiectiou 
to  the  mother  country.  Under  this  policy  she  gave,  secretly  through 
France,  the  million  of  francs  to  be  hereafter  noticed  as  forming  part  ol' 
the  contribution  of  three  millions  Vergennes  handed  to  the  American 
commissioners.  But  this  policy  was  conditioned  on  the  Colonies  re- 
maining subject  to  Great  Britain,  though  disailected,  so  that  both 
they  and  the  mother  country  would  be  unlikely  to  attempt  aggressions 
on  Spanish  America.  As  the  revolutionary  war  progressed,  and  the 
issue  was  independence,  Spain  was  no  longer  inclined  to  help  on  a 
movement  which  would  be  a  dangerous  precedent  to  her  own  colonies, 
and  which,  if  successful,  would  build  u[>  on  her  borders  a  sovereignty 
in  its  i>olitical  principles  very  hostile  to  her  traditions,  and  occupied  by 
a  people  whose  energy  and  <aggressi  veness  would  bo  made  more  formida- 
ble by  a  successful  war.  This  wiis  the  second  attitude  assumed  by 
Spain  to  our  lievolution ;  an  attitude  of  annoyance,  of  displeasure,  of 
anxiety,  causing  her  to  repel  any  advances  made  by  us  with  a  sullen 
though  adroit  persistency  which  will  be  exhibited  in  detail  in  the  fol- 
lowing correspondence.  The  third  was  wjien  she  was  drawn  by  the 
force  of  events  into  the  whirlpool  of  the  war  which  France  was  first  to 
engage  in  against  Great  Britain.  S[>ain  felt  that  she  had  an  oppor- 
tunity in  this  war  to  avenge  her  wrongs;  to  recover  Gibraltar;  to  rise 
again  to  the  position  of  a  first-class  power.  Of  course  America  be- 
came for  this  purpose  an  essential  ally.  To  the  American  waters,  for 
blockading  as  well  as  for  offensive  and  protective  purposes,  a  large  part 
of  the  British  navy  was  drawn;  for  American  warfare  all  the  land 
force  Britain  conid  raise  was  required.  But  it  was  with  an  ungracious 
air  that  Spain  yielded  to  this  alliance;  nor  did  she  yield  until  an  offer 
on  her  part  to  mediate  had  met  with  a  curt  rebuff  from  the  British  min- 
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istry.*  Even  after  Spain  acceded  to  tbe  alliance,  the  American  minis- 
ters, when  admitted  to  the  court,  found  themselves  received  there,  as 
well  as  in 'Spanish  society  generally,  with  a  chill  which  told  them  how 
much  their  political  principles  were  disliked,  and  how  detrimental  to 
Spanish  colonial  interests  was  regarded  the  example  of  independence 
they  sett  And  to  this  sulky  discontent  of  Spain  may  be  traced  in  part 
that  want  of  eflFective  co  operation  on  the  West  India  waters  which 
contributed  to  llodney's  victory  of  1782,  and  consequently  raised  the 
siege  of  Gibraltar.  In  another  important  matter  this  unfriendliness  of 
Spain  operated  to  her  disadvantage  and  greatly  to  the  advantage  of 
the  United  States,  since  Jay  had  been  instructed  to  surrender  the  nav- 
igation of  the  Mississippi  as  the  price  of  effective  Spanish  aid.^  As  it 
was,  the  entrance  of  Spain  on  the  arena  as  a  belligerant  tended  not  a 
little  to  the  complication  of  the  peace  negotiations,  since  it  put  Prance 
in  the  diflicult  position  of  arbiter  between  two  allies,  and  gave  the 
British  envoys  the  opportunity  to  sow,  as  far  as  they  could,  distrust  in 
America  as  to  the  impartiality  of  France. 

From  the  third  volume  of  Doniol's  comprehensive  work  on  the  "Par- 
ticipation de  la  France  s\  I'etablissement  des  I^tats  Unis,"  published  in 
1888,  we  are  able  to  learn  for  the  first  time  the  extreme  peril  of  France 
in  1778-'79.  When  Vrrgennes  advised  the  recognition  of  the  indei)end- 
ence  of  the  United  States,  it  was  on  the  same  grounds  that  Canning 
adviseil  the  recognition  of  tlie  independence  of  the  Spanish  South 
American  States  many  years  afterwards.  The  fair  distribution  of 
power  in  the  civilized  world,  which  was  threatened  in  the  latter  period 
by  the  Holy  Allinnce,  was  threatened  in  tbe  former  period  by  the  as- 
sumption of  maritime  suprem«icy  by  Britain.  In  each  the  object  was 
to  call  up  a  new  sovereignty  in  America,  so  as  to  check  an  undue  con- 
centration of  sovereignty  in  Europe.  Undoubtedly  Vergcnnes  was 
aided,  sis  Ganniug  was  aided,  by  the  enthusiasm  felt  by  men  of  liberal 
views  for  a  revolution  that  was  expected  to  extend  the  domain  of  lib- 
eralism; but  with  Vergennes,  as  with  Canning,  the  object  wjis  the  es- 
tablishing of  a  power  abroad  which  could  resist  a  dangerous  aggression 
at  home. 

When,  in  February,  1778,  Franco  acknowledged  the  independence 


•See  Goranl  to  CoiigrcsH,  Fob.  1),  1779;  Liizoruo  to  Cougrcss,  Jan.  2d,  1780.  For 
partlciilarH,  hco  infra^  ^  98. 

t  See  itidox  tablfs,  Spain,  A.  Lro,  Jay,  Carinicbaol.  Sbelburue  was  willing  to  give 
np  (flibraltar,  and  wan  rigbt  iii  tbin,  as  Gibraltar  lias  never  been  of  nnicli  urn  to  Great 
liritain,  and  its  retention  ban  involved  ber  in  at  least  two  wars  witb  Spain. 

tTbat  Gonvernenr  Morris  and  Jay  concnrred  iu  1780  in  an  unwillingness  to  insist 
on  tbe  Mississippi  valley,  see  5  Itancroft's  United  States,  305. 

As  to  Spain's  conflict  as  to  western  battles  witb  tbe  United  States,  see  Vergennes 
to  Gerard,  Marcb  29,  1778. 

As  to  tbe  embarrassing  position  in  wbich  France  was  placed  between  ber  allies,  see 
$53. 

As  to  tbe  controversy  witb  Spain,  see  Scbuyler's  American  Diplomooy,  2G6, 2G8L 
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of  the  Uuited  Stiites,  Yergeiiuos  bsul  good  reason  to  bold  either  that 
Britain  would  not  renent  the  insult  by  war,  or  that  she  would  find  that 
in  such  a  war  the  odds  were  against  her.  A  British  army  had  just  ca- 
pitulated at  Saratoga.  America,  so  it  was  reported  to  Vergcnnes  and 
80  he  believed,  was  unanimous  in  determining  to  defend  her  liberties  to 
the  last.  In  Holland  there  was  a  strong  party  which  was  expected  to 
force  the  States-General  into  a  recognition  of  their  sister  rei>ublic. 
Spain  had  already  secretly  advanced  a  million  of  francs  to  the  American 
commissioners.  From  Frederick  the  Great,  delighted  to  see  his  British 
relatives,  who  had  not  always  supported  him  in  his  troubles,  annoyed 
by  a  revolt  in  their  own  domain,  came  words  very  encouraging  to  the 
American  envoys.  Catharine  II  listened  with  apparent  satisfaction  to 
a  scheme  which  would  relieve  her  infant  shipping  from  British  oppres- 
sion. It  looked  as  if,  should  Britsiin  declare  war  against  France,  she 
would  have  against  her  the  armies  and  navies  of  all  continental  Europe, 
aided  by  the  people  of  her  American  Colonies  in  a  compact  mass. 

But  in  a  few  months  there  came  a  great  change.  The  British  army 
under  Howe  was  so  largely  re-enforced  «%s  for  the  immediate  present 
to  give  it  a  great  superiority  over  any  army  Congress  could  bring 
against  it  in  open  field.  The  loyalist  party,  it  was  claimed,  had  grown 
greatly  in  the  inaction  of  the  winter  of  1^^77-78;  and  certainly  some  of 
the  leaders  of  th^it  party  deported  themselves  with  an  audacity  in  which 
they  had  not  for  some  months  indulged.  Undoubtedly  there  were  then 
serious  defections  from  the  revolutionary  ranks.  It  was  officially  re- 
lK>rted  to  the  British  admiralty  that  there  were  7,000  American  seamen 
employed  in  British  iirivateers,  and  the  number  of  provincials  nomi- 
nally in  the  British  armies  was  still  greater.  It  is  true  that  it  was 
afterwards  shown  that  these  statements  were  far  from  being  reliable; 
and,  as  we  have  seen,  Sir  W.  Howe  candidly  confi»8sed  that  the  ad- 
dress to  him  from  leading  citizens  of  Philadelphia  advising  him  to  take 
possession  of  that  city — an  address  which  was  circulated  throughout 
Europe  and  America  as  genuine — was  forged  by  himself.  It  is  true,  alsof^ 
that  the  more  conspicuous  converts  made  from  the  republican  ranks  were 
either  traitors  like  Arnold,  or  time-servers  like  Galloway,  who  received 
a  large  iwnsion  as  soon  as  his  apostsicy  was  declared.  It  is  true,  also, 
that  Galloway's  estimate  in  his  testimony  in  the  House  of  Commons  that 
five  sixths  of  the  American  population  were  loyalists  was  a  very  gross 
exaggeration.  Still  it  must  be  conceded  that  in  the  winter  of  1777-78, 
when  Howe  was  in  Philadelphia  and  Washington  at  Valley  Forge, 
there  were  many  respectable  and  influential  members  of  the  community 
who  ha<l  acquiesced  in  the  lie  volution  because  they  believed  it  would 
succeed,  but  who  were  now  ready  to  acquiesce  in  the  restoration  of 
British  authority  because  they  looked  upon  such  restoration  as  likely 
to  be  permanent. 

It  is  true  that  the  news  in  April  of  the  French  treaty  revived  the 
^ner^ies  of  the  revolutionists ;  but. this  treaty  had  its  drawbi^'^ks,  j>9  the 
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the  harbor  of  Brest  to  avoid  a  disastrous  defeat.  We  would  uot  be  rc« 
duccd  to  these  sad  straits  if  Spain,  in  view  of  the  immeuse  advantages 
offered,  had  decided  to  seud  us  the  preliminary  aid  iu  ships  stipulated 
by  the  faujily  compact.^' 

The  semi-victory,  as  it  was  called,  achieved  in  the  channel  by  the 
French  Ucet  under  Orvilliers  over  the  British  fleet  under  Kepi>el  en- 
abled the  French  ministry  to  take  a  more  decided  tone;  and  Montmoriu 
reported  that  there  were  indications  that  Spain  wsis  phicking  up  cour- 
age to  come  to  the  aid  of  France.  On  August  22, 1778,  Uerard  writes 
from  Philadelphia  to  Vergennes  that — 

**Tlio  Maryland  nutX  PoniiHylvunia  delegates  told  mo  that  a  largo  iiumberof  oitiioitf 
wbo  had  bilhorto  rofusvd  to  take  tbo  oatb  to  the  Statos  wore  prutiuijtiiig  theniaelves 
one  after  another  to  bo  udniittud  to  it  Binco  I  bad  avowed  my  character.  The  En- 
glish had  persuaded  their  partisans  that  the  king's  lieet  had  no  other  object  than  that 
of  protecting  some  commercial  operations  which  were  intended  to  reimburse  the  king 
for  the  sums  which  his  niajuHty  had  advanced  to  the  Americans. 

''I  neglect  nothing,  monseigueur,  to  strengthen  the  impression  produced  by  the  in- 
estimable advantages  secured  to  America  by  the  declaration  and  the  open  assistance 
of  France,  and  every  day  condrms  me  more  in  the  conviction  that  his  majesty's  wis- 
dom has  chosen  the  most  favorable,  and  |>erhaps  the  only,  moment  to  prevent  the  coa- 
lition of  England  and  America.  Several  members  of  Congress  admit te<l  to  me  that 
the  proclamation  of  April  2(>,  by  which  it  rejected  in  advance  the  concilatory  bills, 
had  been  a  desperate  stroke  on  its  part  to  prevent  the  ruinous  results  which  it 
di*eaded  from  the  future  and  from  the  intrigues  of  the  conmiissioners.  At  the  time 
of  their  arrival  everyone  was  aware  of  the  steps  which  were  being  taken  for  tbo 
evacuation  of  Philadelphia,  which  was  resolved  upon  iu  consequence  of  the  necessity 
under  which  the  Jiritibh  were  laboring  of  concentrating  tlieir  forces  to  oppose  the 
king*s  ileet.  The  couniiiMsioncrs  postponed  the  evacuation  iu  order  to  avoid  the  bad 
cflect  which  it  would  lia«'e  had  upon  the  opening  of  their  negotiationM ;  but  by  that 
time  the  king's  measures  and  his  alliance  had  rosissured  and  united  the  minds  of  the 
public."    (3  Douiol,  298.) 

Doniol,  after  giving  this  dispatch,  proceeds  to  say  that — 

''After  this  date  ci re nni stances  had  neutralized  the  ell'ect  of  the  operations  under- 
taken by  the  fleet  in  aid  of  the  United  States,  and  for  a  long  time  it  wsis  im^Kiesiblo 
to  resume  them.    This,"  be  continues,  "  had  canned  much  irritation  of  feeling.    Ge- 
rard employed  his  inlluence  over  Congress  in  sheltering  us  from  this  feeling  and  in 
protecting  that  body  from  the  intrigues  of  the  English  commissioners,  which  had  been 
rendered  so  much  more  dangerous  by  it.    The  arrival  of  our  ships  in  America  a  fort- 
night sooner  would  have  been  a  disaster  to  Howe;  he  would  never  have  gotten  out 
of  the  Delaware.     Perhaps  the  English  army  itself  would  have  sulTered  a  check;  for 
in  all  probability  Lee's  defection  would  not  have  occurred  to  paralyze  Washington's 
eilbrts,  and,  hard  pressed  by  the  American  troops  and  cut  oif  from  the  sea  by  Count 
d'Estaing,  Clinton  would  no  doubt  have  been  overwhelmed  by  the  same  fato  as  Bur- 
goyne  at  Saratoga.    But  the  hope  of  these  results  had  vanished.    A  mouth  was  suf- 
ficient to  exhibit  the  great  services  which  our  intervention  ought  to  have  rendered, 
and  which  weie  really  expected  from  it.  annihilated  by  the  course  of  events.     With 
the  exception  of  having  displayed  the  ardor  and  valor  which  animated  our  re-created 
navy,  and  the  energy  and  courage  which  the  vice-ndmiral  of  the  sejis  of  Asia  and 
America  was  prepared  to  lavish  in  the  cause  of  our  allies,  our  efforts  had  resulted  iu 
little  or  nothing.    After  communicating  to  VerHailles  early  in  November  this  opening 
of  his  campaign,  the  ofHcor  who  had  undergono  all  its  vicissitudes  summed  them  np 
in  the  following  brief  preface  to  his  report,  a  documpnt  of  no  (eas  intoroat  than  hia 
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repltos  to  Gerard's  (xuostious  iii  oiiabliug  us  to  form  an  opiuioii  of  tbo  man  and  to 
verify  the  truth  of  history : 

'"The slowness  of  our  sailing,  which  robbed  us  of  certain  success;  the  want  of 
anchorage,  which  proved  to  be  an  insuperable  obstacle ;  a  squall,  which  enabled  an 
English  squa<lron,  at  Arst  intending  to  attack  us,  to  escape  after  we  hatl  chased  it 
thirty-six  hours;  the  dismasting  of  two  of  our  largest  ships,  and  the  enormous  supe- 
riority which  the  Junction  of  his  two  fleets  gives  the  enemy,  have  only  allowed  ns  to 
make  repeated  attempts,  doing  little  harm  to  the  English ;  and,  lastly,  to  adopt  de- 
fensive measures,  and  to  get  under  way  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  that  part  of 
my  instructions  which  the  season  renders' necessary."'  * 

The  position  of  American  ailairs  in  the  first  days  of  September,  1778, 
as  they  appeared  to  Gerard  at  that  period,  is  thus  summed  up : 

"Lord  Carlisle  and  his  colleagues  employed  a1)  their  Euglish  tenacity  to  make  the 
most  of  the  moral  eflfoct  produced  by  these  acts  of  folly  (the  movements  against 
Washington  by  the  friends  of  Gates,  Conway,  and  Leo).  A  great  experience  in  polit- 
ical expedients  and  thorough  unscrupulousness  aided  them  in  this  task,  and  their 
cfl^orts  found  but  too  many  accomplices  in  the  heart  of  a  country  one  half  of  which, 
and  that  the  most  important,  was  opposed  to  the  struggle  maintained  in  its  behalf, 
and  could  not  only  show  its  disapproval,  but  could  act  in  acconianco  with  it  by  fur- 
nishing scout-s,  purveyors,  and  guides  to  the  enemy. 

'*  These  commissioners  had  been  sent  ver}'  opportunely,  as  a  large  number  of  Amer- 
icans who  had  at  first  Joined  in  the  resistance  were  now  nilher  devising  means  of 
putting  an  end  to  it  than  of  securing  a  successful  result.  In  t)ie  midst  of  the  War  of 
Independence  they  were  now  aggravating  the  horrors  of  civil  war,  which  already 
existed  in  social  relations.  They  aroused  and  excited  tliose  '  hot-heads'  of  whom 
Gerard  spoke,  and  the  civil  war  spread  more  and  more.  Tlio  armed  tories  raised  the 
savage  tribes  and  kept  the  field  with  them,  and  me.'isures  were  taken  by  Congress, 
OS  well  as  by  several  States,  to  compel  them  to  submit  or  to  pursue  them  in  their 
|»ersous  and  property.  At  this  distance  of  time  the  Loudon  commissioners,  supported 
by  the  English  forces,  rather  resemble  a  legal  authority  defending  itself  against  a 
powerful  opposition  than  agents  sent  out  on  a  didlcult  missiuii.  By  exciting  discon- 
tent and  fostering  feelings  of  weariness  they  endeavored  to  force  Congress  to  votes 
of  dissatisfaction  or  to  equivocal  acts  which  might  present  a  buMis  of  reconciliation 
and  furnish  the  premises  of  an  agreement.  The  want  of  expovionce  of  that  body,  the 
fickleness  caused  by  the  fre(picnt  changes  of  it-s  members,  its  lack  of  leadership,  and 
its  want  of  all  power  to  carry  out  general  inoasnrcs  gave  them  the  strongest  support. 
It  had  at  firHt  repelled  their  overtures  with  contempt;  had  afterwards  made  them 
jishamed  of  their  methods  of  corruption,  and  after  that  declareil  to  them  that  it  would^ 
no  longer  hoar  their  communications  if  they  wore  signed  by  Johnstone,  on  account 
of  the  dishonorable  proposals  attributed  to  the  latter.  It  did  not  see  the  inconsist- 
ency into  which  it  wtis  falling  by  recognizing  these  delegates  as  genuine  plenipoten- 
tiarios  and  by  opening  its  doors  to  them.  Ilonco,  at  the  very  moment  when  the 
attack  on  Newport  was  to  take  place,  they  took,  as  a  pretext  to  reappear  before  Con- 
gress, a  subject  which  was  already  old,  the  cxecuticm  of  the  convention  of  Saratoga, 
which  had  been  suspended  for  ton  months,  because  both  side:;  declared  that. that  con- 
vention had  .been  violated."  (II  Doniol,  U9G,  397,  citing  Gerard's  di8pat<*.h,  July  IG, 
1778.) 

By  the  same  liigh  authority  the  position  of  Spain  in  the  summer  of 
1778  is  thus  described : 

"Spain  did  not  long  leave  the  government  of  the  king  in  the  enjoyment  of  the 
hopes  which  had  boon  raised  by  the  reports  sent  by  our  ambuKsador  on  the  8th  June. 
They  had  almost  ontirel}'  vanished  at  tho  beginning  of  Jul}',  and  thecounnuuicatious 
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ifbich  then  suoccedoci  each  other  soon  disaipatod  the  little  that  remained.  Ob  the 
20th  Jane  Moutmorin,  ivho  had  been  greatly  encouraged  hy  his  reeent  intenriawsy 
was  nioty  to  bis  astonish  men  t,  by  a  fresh  coolness  on  the  part  of  Florida-Blaoeft  to- 
wanls  the  ambitious  views  justly  attribnted  to  his  sovereign.  EndeavoriDgt  m  it 
appeared,  to  retract  his  previous  remarks,  the  prime  minister  again  seemed  to  be  bat 
little  interested  in  the  project  of  acquiring  possession  of  Jamaica.  He  regarded  the 
recapture  of  Gibraltar  as  a  obituera ;  and  what  is  more,  the  iiropositioD  made  by 
France  to  retake  it  appeared  to  him  a  piece  of  statecraft  suggested  by  the  desira  to 
divide  the  English  forces,  to  defeat  thorn  more  easily,  and  afterwards  to  ooDcloda  a 
peace  without  any  regard  to  the  interests  of  Spain,  '  for  whom  France  cared  little, 
although  she  was  grieved  to  see  Gibraltar  In  the  hands  of  England.'  Aa  to  Florida, 
with  the  exception  of  the  single  points  of  Peusacola  and  Mobile,  be  said  that  its  pos- 
session wns  useless  from  the  momout  that  England  had  obt>aineil  a  formal  oesaloD  of 
it.  In  short,  in  his  opinion,  they  bad  been  wrong  in  not  adhering  to  the  propoaition 
of  mediation,  for  they  could  have  gained  from  it  those  advantages  whicb  they  wafe 
now  striving  for.  Accordingly,  M.  de  Fieri da-I3lanca  enjoined  it  upon  oar  r^preaeot- 
ative  to  urge  us,  on  behalf  of  the  king,  to  avoid  a  naval  conflict,  the  nnsncoeaafnl 
result  of  which  might  perhaps  decide  the  whole  future,  not  to  go  out  of  Brest,  and  to 
allow  the  English  forces  to  consume  away  in  idleness.  The  king,  in  a  conversation 
with  Montmoriu,  partially  indorsed  this  language  by  these  words:  '  It  is  a  great  pity 
that  you  did  not  have  a  little  more  patience ;  we  could  have  attacked  them  with  more 
vigor. ' "    (3  Doniol,  472, 473.) 

Ou  October  9,  wlien  Spain  was  still  keeping  open  her  mediatory  ne- 
gotiatious  with  Britain^  Vergeuues,  when  asked  whether  the  American 
commissioners  would  assent  to  negotiations  for  peace  under  Spanish 
mediation,  answered,  according  to  Doniol's  summary,  that — 

"He  would  undertake  that  responsibility  in  the  name  of  Congress,  as  he  was  coo- 
viiiccd  that  by  ibis  means  he  would  secure  to  that  body  the  ends  which  it  had  in 
view,  and  as  ho  was  too  certain  of  the  views  of  the  King  of  Spain  to  fear  that  that 
monarch  would  winh  him  to  perjure  himself  in  this  matter.  '  I  propose,'  wrote  Ver- 
gennes,  'to  make  two  draughts,  one  of  which  will  contain  the  motlifications  to  which 
we  may  consent,  if  tlio  reconciliation  only  doponils  on  a  few  inodiAcatious  or  a  little 
compliance.  Tlio  only  point  on  which  his  majesty  can  not  yield  is  that  of  the  entire 
and  perfect  indepeiidonco  of  the  thirteen  United  States  of  North  America,  and,  con- 
sequently, of  the  full  roHtitution  of  all  that  may  belong  to  them  as  such,  eei>ccially 
New  York,  Long  Island,  Kbode  Island,'  etc. 

'"If  the  negotiations/  he  mldod,  'should  be  held  at  Ma<lrid,  I  agree  with  yon  that 
one  of  tho  American  coniniissionors  should  go  there  to  watch  over  the  interests  of 
his  constitnent-s.  T  can  not  tell  you  whether  these  commissioners  have  power  to  treat 
of  peace  with  Knglnnd.  Tho  fear  of  betraying  the  secret  of  tho  acts  and  ofiicesof 
Spain  has  rendered  mo  very  reserved  in  asking  thom  any  questions  which  might  put 
them  in  the  way  of  suspecting  that  there  is  any  negotiation  on  foot;  but  granting 
that  thoy  have  no  powers,  I  do  not  think  that  the  peace  proceedings  would  be  delayed 
by  it.  Congress  having  declared  to  the  English  coinmissioners  that  it  would  be  always 
ready  to  listen  to  proposals  of  peace  as  soon  as  England  should  recognize  their  inde- 
pendence or  should  withdraw  its  land  and  naval  forces  from  America. .  We  shall  thus 
fnlfdl  its  wishes  and  our  duty  if  wo  secure  to  it  thcso  two  indispensable  conditions, 
without  which  the  re-establishment  of  ]>eaco  would  bo  impracticable,  unless  we  were 
willing  to  sacrifice  our  honor.  We  no  not  fear  that  tho  King  of  Spain,  who  has  such 
a  regard  for  our  honor  and  who  possesses  such  elevation  and  nobility  of  mind,  will 
ever  propose  to  us  a  sacrifice  of  such  importance.* 
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"Ou  the  17th  of  October/'  contiunes  Doniol,  "  the  draught  uf  the  terms  on  which 
Fninoe  would  coneeDt  to  peace  were  forwnntod  to  Muntniorin,  French  minister  at 
Madrid.  Vergennee  had  ontlined  these  terms  immediately  in  a  note  in  his  own  hand- 
writing, intended  doubtless  for  the  king  in  the  Arst  place,  and  afterwards  altered  to 
the  form  of  articles  by  his  own  hand.  He  had  himself  revised  this  second  minute, 
and  added  notes  specifying  the  modifications  wliicli  might  be  allowed ;  and  he  wrote 
to  Montmorin  that  the  king  might  see  fit  to  specify  otliers  at  a  later  period.  The 
complete  political  and  territorial  independence  of  the  United  States  formed  the  first 
article.  This  condition  being  settled,  the  others  were  as  moderate  as  those  annonnccd 
at  the  time  of  the  mediation  supposed  to  have  been  asked  for  by  Lonl  Weymouth  six 
months  before.  To  prove  that  they  retained  the  same  character,  M.  de  Vergennes 
added  a  copy  of  the  latter  to  his  dispatch.  These  conditions  extended  only  to  the 
withdrawal  of  the  English  commissioner  at  Dunkirk  and  to  a  fair  division  of  the 
Newfoundland  fisheries,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  of  Utrecht. 
There  were  some  new  articles,  it  is  true,  such  as  the  reviv.il  of  the  navigation  laws 
established  by  that  treaty,  or  their  mutual  abrogation  witli  a  view  to  the  establish- 
ment of  a  new  set  of  regnlations.  Tho  minister,  to  use  his  own  words,  'took  ad- 
vantage of  the  opportunity'  to  introduce  this  clause;  he  had,  however,  little  hope  of 
it«  being  granted.  In  the  notes  in  his  own  handwriting  he  hinted  that  the  king 
might  yield  more  than  one  point,  and  wo  have  Just  stated  that  he  gave  assurances  of 
it  in  his  instructions.  'Conditions  in  every  respect  of  a  nature  to  be  granted,'  said 
he,  and  he  had  a  right  to  think  so;  still,  he  did  not  venture  to  belicTe  that  they 
would  be,  on  account  of  the  self- conceit  of  England. 

"As  the  reply,"  continues  Doniol,  "of  the  cabinet  of  George  III  did  not  reach 
Madrid  until  the  middle  of  November,  the  oorrespondetioe  of  Vergennes  with  Mont- 
morin had  turned  upon  these  subjects  repeatedly.  The  minister  urged  the  latt«r 
again  and  again  to  hasten  the  decision,  warning  him  that  England,  far  from  taking 
any  stops  in  the  direction  of  peace,  was  raising  fresh  forces  with  'astonishing  energy.' 
On  tho  other  hand,  a  scries  of  dispatches  from  Monlmorin  showed  that  the  King  of 
Spain  poTsist'Od  in  his  hopes  of  success  in  spite  of  the  continued  silence  of  the  British 
ministr}'.  They  prove,  at  the  same  time,  the  gradual  development  of  the  conviction 
on  the  part  of  Florida-Blanca  that  war  was  inevitable,  and  that  Spain  would  be  in- 
Tolvod  in  it  in  the  spring.  George  Ill's  cabinet,'  on  their  side,  did  not  yield  a  hair's 
breadth  of  their  first  demands.  They  accepted  the  intervention  of  Spain,  but  in- 
sistrd  that  France  must  first  recall  her  fleet  from  America  and  cense  to  give  any  aid 
to  the  United  States.  Montmorin  announced  on  the  IGth  November  that  they  were 
about  to  act  on  these  absurd  demands,  and  simply  forward  the  French  propositions 
to  London  as  soon  as  ho  had  made  it  well  nudcrstot  d  that  France  must  first  meet 
preliminary  terms  of  this  nature  with  proper  equivalents,  and  conHequentl3'^  demand, 
first  of  all,  the  recognition  of  the  in<lopendence  of  the  United  States  and  the  with- 
drawal of  the  English  forces.  This  had  led  to  an  interchange  of  communications. 
Florida-Blanca  announced  the  measures  which  he  intended  to  make  trial  of,  and  these 
later  interviews  resulted  in  Muntmorin  writing  to  Vergennes  that  indecision  had 
again  taken  possession  of  the  mind  of  the  court  of  Madrid,  nnd  if  the  condition  rela- 
tive to  the  indeiiendence  of  the  Colonics,  formally  l.iid  down  by  France  as  it  was,  did 
not  cause  this  change,  though  all  the  preceding  nogotintions  ought  to  have  made  it 
ea.«y  for  Spain  to  foresee  it,  it  certainly  had  something  to  do  with  it."* 

Montmorin  wrote  on  October  15,  1778,  to  Vergennes  that  Florida- 
Blauca  proposed  to  tlie  EngliHli  minister  (Grantham)  the  following  set- 
tlement: 

(1)  Absolute  independence  of  the  Colonies. 

(2)  Preservation  of  Canada  and  Acadia  by  England. 


*  3  Doniol,  523-525,  from  which  the  above  is  in  part  trauRlated. 
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(3)  Cession  of  all  Florida  to  tbe  Colonies  except  what  is  necessary  for  the  iNtotee- 
tiou  of  Spanish  coniniorco  in  the  Qulf  of  Mexico.  According  to  MontmoriOy  Gian- 
tham  received  these  tornis  without  surprise  and  appeared  to  be  oonviaoed  thatPlarila- 
ment  would  yield  the  independence  of  the  Colonies.* 

Oil  October  30,  1778,  Vorgeniies  rei>liod  that  what  France  insisted 
on  was  the  iiidepondeiice  of  the  United  States  as  they  were,  which  did 
not  involve  the  independence  of  snch  other  parts  of  the  English  posses- 
sions in  America  as  did  not  participate  in  the  Revolution. 

"  France,"  ho  said,  **  did  not  desire  t-o  see  the  new  republic  mistress  of  the  eDiire 
continent.  It  would  bo  bettor  that  the  English  should  retain  Canada,  both  to  pre- 
vent too  groat  aggregation  of  power  and  to  subserve  the  alliance  of  the  now  repablio 
with  Franco.'' 

The  question  of  the  division  of  Florida  was  reserved.  '^  The  iieople 
of  the  United  States,"  he  added,  <<  were  pot  to  be  regarded  as  a  race  of 
conquerors.  In  their  determination  to  insist  on  independence  he  had 
learned,"  he  said,  <^  to  put  entire  confidence." 

Doniol,  as  sliowing  how  anxious  the  American  leaders  were  for  Span- 
ish aid,  quotes  a  letter  from  Washington  of  October  4,  1778,t  in  which 
he  expresses  his  fears  that  in  the  struggle  between  the  French  and  the 
British  navies  the  French  would  be  overmatched  in  strengtli,  and  then 
says  that  if  Spain  would  consent  to  join  France  ^^  my  doubts  would  all 
subside."  This  condition  of  affairs  explains  the  concessions  Congress 
was  then  ready  to  make  to  Spain. 

On  October  20, 1778,  Vergennes  instructed  Gerard  tliat  the  king 
would  not  under  any  circumstances  separate  his  cause  from  that  of 
America,  but  would  treat  the  Americiin  cause  sis  if  it  were  his  own. 
But  it  is  important,  he  urged,  in  order  to  obtain  Spanish  aid  as  well  as 
not  to  unite  England  in  a  continuance  of  the  war,  to  avoid  presenting 
exorbitant  claims.  The  points  of  diirerence,  he  holds,  will  be  as  to 
Cansida,  Nova  Scotia,  the  Floridiis,  and  the  Newfoundland  fisheries. 
'*  We  have  always  thought  and  still  think,"  he  says,  *•  that  it  would  be 
expedient  to  leave  Canada  and  even  Nova  Scotia  in  English  hands,  and 
if  an  acquisition  for  the  United  States  is  sought  in  this  part  of  America 
they  should  have  Nova  Scotia.  If  Florida  should  be  conquered  by  the 
United  States  it  would  be  desirable  to  cede  Peusacola  and  its  vicinage 
to  Spain."  The  control  of  the  Newfoundland  fisheries  he  thinks  Brit- 
ain could  not  reasonably  be  expected  to  surrender.  lie  would  advise 
that  the  ultimatum  of  Congress  should  be  the  surrender  of  Canada  to 
Britain,  the  United  States  retaining  Nova  Scotia,  renunciation  of  the 
Newfoundland  fisheries,  and  the  surrender  to  Spainof  such  Florid<a |}orts 
as  she  should  require.  As  to  the  free  navigation  of  the  Mississippi,  Ver- 
gennes, in  this  paper,  maintains  that  there  will  be  no  difficulty,  and  that 
he  would  be  <istonishcd  if  Spain  made  any  opposition  to  it. 

Towards  the  close  of  October  Florida-Blanca  was  evidently  coming 
to  the  conclusion  that  Spain  must  enter  into  the  war.    Still,  however. 
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»8  Moiitinoriii  wrote  to  Yergennes  on  November  12,  there  retuaiued  in 
Spain  the  dread  of  territorial  encroachment  by  the  United  States;  and 
aside  from  this  the  habit  of  procrastination  was  so  powerful  as  to  make 
prompt  action  almost  impossible,  no  matter  how  great  were  the  stakes. 
"  Have  patience,"  so  Florida-Blanca  is  reported,  on  November  16,  by 
Montmorin,  as  saying,  <<  and  you  will  find  all  will  come  out  right."  In 
the  mean  time  aid  from  Spain  became,  in  Yergennes'  mind,  an  ioiperi- 
ous  necessity  if  the  United  States  were  to  be  preserved  from  subjuga- 
tion and  the  French  navy  to  be  saved.  lie  scoffed  at  the  idea  that  the 
United  States  would  be  a  more  dangerous  neighbor  to  Spain  than 
would  England.  If  the  United  States  should  submit  to  England,  what 
check  would  there  be  on  English  aggrandizement!  Oharles  III,  still 
hesitating  and  desirous  of  saving  both  his  prestige  and  that  of  England, 
suggested  in  the  last  week  of  December  a  compromise  in  the  shape  of 
a  truce  between  England  and  the  United  States,  under  which  tiuce,  to 
be  renewed  from  time  to  time^they  would  gradually  acquire  their  inde- 
pendence under  the  auspices  of  the  French  and  Spanish  crowns. 

On  December  5y  1778,  Yergennes  addressed  a  very  iinportint  letter 
to  the  king,  saying  France  could  only  at  great  disa<l vantage  wage  alone 
a  naval  war  against  England,  and  that  while  the  pretensions  oL Spain 
are  ^' gigantesque,"  to  controvert  them  at  that  time  would  interfere 
with  the  prompt  settlement  of  a  common  plan  of  operations.  Louis 
XYI  united  with  his  minister  in  pressing  these  views  on  the  Spanish 
courtf  but  still  "  Pirr6ductible  inertiede  PEspagne"*  continued  to  pre- 
vail. Both  in  jthe  Channel  and  in  the  American  waters  the  French  nsi vy 
was  paralyzed,  and  it  became  necessary  for  Yergenne8,  if  he  would  save 
French  maritime  interests,  to  make  some  concession  to  the  ''  exigencies" 
of  Spain.  On  December  24  a  courier  was  dispatched  to  Madrid  giving 
the  final  reply  of  the  French  Oovernmcnt  to  the  i)roposals  of  Spain. 
This  reply  was  in  three  distinct  dispatches:  The  first  discussed  the  truce 
proposition;  the  second,  that  of  the  plan  of  joint  operations;  the  third, 
that  of  the  advantages  to  be  secured  by  the  war.  In  these  papers  the 
sacred  inviolability  of  France's  engagements  to  the  Uiiitod  Slates  was 
made  the  essential  condition  of  the  alliance.  ''  La  consideration  prinior- 
diale  et  souveraine  de  nos  engagements  avcc  Ics  fttats-Unis,  la  conditio 
sine  quanoHj  I'obligation  sacr6e  on  nous  6tions  de  h*urgarantir  Find6- 
l>endance,  et  dene  point  accepter  de  trait6  que  n'en  contint  la  stipulation 
cxpresse  comme  ils  dtaient  astreints,  eux,  ;\  n'en  point  conclnre  sans  nous 
avec  I'Angleterre."  t  But  while  such  wjw  thecivse,  the  independence  of 
the  United  States  might  be  acknowledged  and  secured  as  cfl'cctually  by 
along  truce  between  the  bellicerents,  which  would  give  the  United  States 
a  sovereignty  which  would  continue  undiminished  when  tlie  truce 
closed.  Of  this  o])inion  he  advised  Franklin,  withholding  it  from  Lee 
and  Adams,  to  whom  it  did  not  seem  prudent  to  impart  it  in  its  then 
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inchoate  state.    But  to  such  a  truce  tbe  recognition  by  Great 
of  Ahiericau  independence  was  an  essential  prerequisite. 

As  to  tlie  prospects  of  such  a  truce  being  accepted  VergeDues  speaks 
as  follows : 

"  Tbo  Anioricans  have  aqiiasi-posaossion  of  soveroignty,  and  it  is  of  groat  iroportence 
to  them  to  secaro  it  niulcr  no  matter  what  form.  France  ban  no  other  end  iu  Tiaw  with 
reganl  to  America  than  this,  and  it  ought  to  boa  matter  of  indifference  to  her  in  what 
way  it  is  attained.  Tbe  only  thing  to  which  she  attaches  importance  is,  tha^  the 
United  States  do  not  isolate  tliemsolvcsi  and  conclude  a  |>eace  with  England  with- 
out Franco  mailing  |>eace  with  England  at  the  same  time. 

"  From  these  data  it  appears : 

"First.  That  France  may,  without  any  inconvenience,  consent  to  the  Amorioaos 
treating  directly  and  alono  with  England,  nuder  tbe  express  condition,  howeyer, 
tliat  the  treaty  with  tbe  king  shall  keep  pace  with  their  own,  and  that  either  treaty 
shall  be  null  and  void  until  the  other  is  concluded. 

"Secondly.  Tlint  in  default  of  a  dellnitive  troat3%  Congress  may  contont  itself  with 
a  long  truce,  leaving  Franco  at  liberty  to  make  a  definitive  peace. 

**  This  latter  expedient,  at  tbe  same  time  tliat  it  would  be  tbe  most  acceptable  to 
England,  and  oonscquentlj'  the  one  best  adapted  to  promote  a  peace,  would  appear 
to  secure  equally  well  tbe  double  object  of  tlie  Americans,  namely,  repose  and  free- 
dom. The  example  of  Holland  is  the  best  argument  that  could  be  adduced  to  oon- 
vincd  them  of  it. 

"Tbe  two  treaties  may  be  negotiated  nnder  the  mediation  of  the  Catholie  king,  and 
this  is  even  desirable,  because  the  intervention  of  that  prince  would  serve  to  prevent 
the  deceptions  which  England  might  attempt  to  practice  on  the  king  or  the 
Americans. 

"  Still,  in  order  to  give  the  Americans  all  tbe  security  which  they  can  reasonably  de- 
sire, it  will  be  proper  to  stipulate — 

**  First.  That  England  sliall  treat  witli  thorn  as  with  an  iiulopeudent  nation. 

"  Secondly.  That  she  shall  withdraw  her  land  and  naval  forces  from  all  parts  of  the 
American  continent  comprised  in  the  Confederation. 

"  Thirdly.  That  tbo  truce  shall  be  guaranted  by  France  and  Spain,  or  at  least  by 
France,  if  Spain  refuses. 

**  On  the  making  of  this  truce,  which  shall  be  for  twenty,  thirty,  forty,  or  fifty  years, 
France  shall  offer  the  United  States  a  new  treaty,  confirming  that  of  February  6, 
1778,  and  Spain  tuny  be  admitted  to  it.  Tbo  immediate  object  of  this  new  treaty  will 
be  to  protect  America  against  the  attempts  which  tbe  court  of  London  might,  con- 
trary to  all  probability,  make  against  her  freedom  after  the  expiration  of  the 
truce. 

"Tbe  United  States,  thus  freed  froin  a  war  which  is  oppressing  them,  will  have  lei- 
sure for  consolidating  their  government,  regulating  their  domestic  afiairs,  establish- 
ing their  finances  on  a  firm  bsisis,  increasiug  their  commerce,  and  forming  with  the 
various  European  powers  political  or  commercial  alliances  which  will  be  an  addi- 
tional protection  to  their  in<lopendonce."    (3  Doniol,  002,  603.) 

On  December  25,  1778,  Vergennes  addressed  to  Genard  instructions 
as  to  the  then  pending  negotiations  with  Spain.  Gerard  was  informed 
that  it  had  been  suggested  that,  in  view  of  the  repugnance  of  Great 
Britain  to  a  treaty  of  peace  incorporating  acknowledgment  of  independ- 
ence, it  was  proposed  that  this  acknowledgment  be  incorporated  in  a 
long  truce,  such  as  Sp<iin  made  with  Holland  in  1609;  that  he  (Ver- 
gennes) hiid  made  this  suggestion  to  Franklin  (whom  alone  in  the  le- 
gation he  consulted),  and  that  Franklin  answered  that  independeDce 
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was  the  one  great  and  uccessury  object  of  the  United  States,  and  that 
the  mode  of  its  acknowledgment  was  of  little  importance,  if  it  and  the 
evacaation  were  entire  and  irrevocable ;  that  to  the  United  States 
their  intimate  and  constsiut  union  with  France  was  peculiarly  dear; 
and  that  on  these  terms  of  absolute  independence  he  thought  the 
United  States  might  accept  a  tru(X)  for  a  long  term  of  years.  Gerard 
is  then  instructed  to  recommend  to  Congress  the  giving  Franklin  powers 
to  negotiate  peace,  which  he  did  not  then  possess  ;  but  he  is  advised 
to  introduce  the  topic  of  truce  cautiously,  and  to  state  that  a  truce 
would  only  be  tolerated  on  two  conditions:  First,  that  Greiit  Britain 
treat  with  the  United  States  {is  with  a  free  nation.  Second,  that  she 
evacuate  all  parts  of  the  continent  within  the  limits  of  the  United 
States.  Such  a  truce,  Gerard  is  instructed  to  say,  would  in  no  sense 
impair  the  guarautees  of  the  French  and  American  treaties  of  alliance 
and  commerce  made  on  the  prior  February. 

Of  Gerard's  communications  to  Congress,  in  pursuance  of  these  iu- 
structionSf  we  have  no  re[>ort,  nor  could  we  expect  to  find  such  a  report, 
as  most  of  his  commuucations  to  Congress  were  oral,  and  the  sessions 
of  Congress  were  secret.  On  February  9,  1779,  he  a<ldresscd,  it  is  true, 
a  letter  to  Congress,  advising  them  generally  of  the  proposed  mediation 
of  Spain,  and  inviting  them  to  furnish  with  '^  the  necessary  powers  and 
instructions  the  person  or  persons  whom  they  shall  think  proper  to  au- 
thorize to  assist  in  the  deliberations  and  in  the  conclusion  and  signing" 
of  the  proposed  trciity.  We  learn,  also,  from  the  journals  that  Gerard, 
on  February  11,  had  a  "free  conference  with  Congress"  as  to  the  terms 
of  the  intended  negotiations.  That  the  suggestion  of  the  alternative 
of  a  truce  was  maile  by  hiui  informally,  we  may  gather  from  the  report 
of  the  committee  on  pacification,  made  on  February  23,  1779,  in  which 
it  is  stated  that  the  committee  thought  that  no  truce  ought  to  be  agreed 
to  on  the  part  of  the  United  StJites;  that  a  cessation  of  hosiiUties  durixuj 
tfie  negotiations  may  be  admitted  in  case  all  the  force  of  the  enemji  shall  he 
withdrawn  from  every  post  and  place  within  the  limits  of  (he  United  States,'" 
No  action  appears  to  have  been  taken  on  this  portion  of  the  report. 
But  on  June  15, 1781,  in  the  instructions  from  Congress  to  its  ministers 
plenipotentiary  occurs  the  following:  "If  a  dilViculty  should  arise  in 
the  course  of  the  negotiation  for  peace  from  the  bjickwardncssof  Great 
Britain  to  acknowledge  our  independence,  you  are  at  liberty  to  agree  to 
a  truce,  or  to  make  such  other  concessions  .is  may  not  all'ect  the  sub- 
stance of  what  we  contend  for,  and  provided  that  Great  Britain  is  not 
left  in  possession  of  any  part  of  the  United  States."  This  instruction 
was  in  accordance  with  a  resohitiou  passed  by  an  almost  unanimous 
vote  of  Congress  on  June  9,  1781,  receiving  the  votes  of  every  delega- 
tion except  Rhode  Island  and  Virginia.  From  Kliode  Island,  Varnum, 
the  sole  delegate  present,  voted  in  the  negative ;  Virginia  was  divided, 
Jones  and  Madison  in  theaflirmative,  Bland  and  Smith  in  the  negative. 
If  Franklin  made  any  communication  to  Congross  as  to  the  suggestion 
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of  a  truce  iu  1779,  such  commuiiicatiou  does  not  api)ear  ainoug  bis 
papers;  nor  is  it  likely  that  he  would  have  addressed  Congress  on  the 
subject,  as  the  suggestion  was  made  confidentially  to  himself^  aud  m 
Yergennes  undertook  to  leave  the  mentioning  the  project  to  Oongress 
to  the  discretion  of  Gerard.    We  have,  however,  a  letter  from  Franklin 
to  Ilartley  of  May  4, 1779  (in  response  to  one  Yergennes  notices  having 
been  shown  him),  in  which  Franklin  says:  '^Though  1  think  a  direct^ 
immediate  peace  the  best  mode  ol*  present  accommodation  to  Britain 
as  well  as  for  Auierica,  yet,  if  that  is  not  at  this  time  practicable,  I 
sliould  not  be  sigainst  a  truce ;  but  this  is  merely  on  grounds  of  general 
humanity,  to  obviate  the  evils  men  devilishly  inflict  on  men  in  time  of 
war,  and  to  lessen  as  much  as  possible  the  similarity  between  earth  and 
hell."    ne  goes  on  to  say  that  *^  this  pro[)osition  of  a  truce,  if  made  at 
all,  should  be  made  to  France  at  the  same  time  it  is  made  to  America; 
twenty-one  years  would  be  better  for  all  sides,    *    *    •    and  British 
troops  and  ships  of  war  now  in  any  of  the  United  States  be  withdrawn," 
American  independence  to  be  thereby  recognized,  and  the  binding 
effect  of  the  American  treaties  with  France.    This  letter,  which  was 
seen  and  approved  by  Yergenues,  was  not  sent  until  after  the  final  rnp- 
ture  between  Spain  and  Britain,  and  may  be  regarded,  therefore,  as 
giving  the  explanation  by  Franklin  and  Yergennes  of  their  views  as  to 
the  nature  of  the  truce  which  Spain  proposed.    By  the  middle  of  March 
the  British  ministry  became  convinced  that  the  terms  of  a  general 
peace,  <as  proi)osed  by  Spain,  could  not  be  siccepted  without  a  humilia- 
tion to  which  they  were  unwilling  to  submit. 

On  April  12  was  executed  the  secret  convention  between  France  and 
Spain,  which  has  been  considered  in  a  i)rior  section,^  by  which  the 
terms  of  their  alliance  were  settled.  Franklin  was  not  aware  of  the 
particular  limitations  of  this  convention  ;  but  he  knew  that  the  nego- 
tiations between  S])ain  and  the  United  States  were  broken  off,  and  that 
Spain  had  declared  war  against  Britain,  determined  to  join  her  fleet  to 
that  of  France  as  against  the  common  enemy.  It  was  with  tliis  knowl- 
edge, and  with  the  conviction  that  Britain,  having  refused  to  enter  into 
a  treaty  for  a  general  peace,  wiis  now  seeking  to  detach  the  United 
States  from  their  allies  by  covert  approaches,  that  Franklin  wrote  his 
letter  of  May  4,  1779,  to  Hartley  in  response  to  llartley's  letter  to  him 
of  April  22,  1779.t 

llow  far  the  Franco-Spanish  treaty  of  April,  1779,  conliicted  with 
the  Franco-American  treaty  of  February,  1778,  has  been  already  dis- 

cussed4 

The  attitude  of  the  British  Government  to  Spain  on  the  mediation 
question  may  be  gathered  from  the  following  correspondence. 

''Supra,  ^  r>:j. 

t  Soo  tlioso  lottcrH,  iii/ra,  under  thoir  rospeotiTo  dates. 

t  Supra,  ^  53 ;  8oo  also  Troscot's  Diploinncy  of  tbo  RovolutioD,  59^. 
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Orantham,  British  miuistor  at  Madrid,  writes  to  Weymouth,  secre- 
tary of  state,  ou  May  20, 1778,  as  follows : 

"1  stated  to  M.  d'Escamuo  (Spanish  minister  at  Ijondon)  that  previous  to  any  step 
for  that  purpose  (niodiatiou)  the  iiuinediate  insult  offered  to  tliis  country  must  be 
doue  away ;  and  that  nthilst  France  puhlicltf  avowed  the  independence  and  sujqwrted  the 
cau»e  of  ike  Colonies  in  rebellion,  no  negotiations  could  be  entered  into.* 

The  mediation  was  afterwards  accepted  so  far  as  concerns  the  con- 
test with  France  as  sach,  but  was  refused  in  all  matters  pertaining  to 
the  United  States. 

"The  terms  to  be  granted  to  colonies  in  such  predicament  can  not  be  submitted  to 
other  powers,  who  can  not  be  Judges  of  the  line  of  authority  wliicli  the  mother  country 
should  extend  over  her  colonies,  and  the  terms  which  miglit  be  thought  reasonable 
in  Europe  might  be  rejected  in  America."  t  (Weymouth  to  Grantham,  Octo  .or 27, 
1778,  Bancroft  MSS.) 

Spain,  however,  insisted  that  the  United  States  should  be  a  party  to 
the  mediation,  though  to  save  the  feelings  of  the  British  king  there 
should  be  a  long  truce  granted,  which,  though  a  tacit  acknowledg- 
ment of  independence,  would  not  be  as  bitter  a  surrender  as  would  be 
an  express  acknowledgment. 

Florida  Blanca,  in  his  instructions  of  January  20,  1779,  to  Aluiodo- 
var,  Spanish  minister  at  London,  states  that  the  proposition  of  Spain 
was  that  his  Britannic  majesty  '*  should  agree  to  a  truce  of  twenty-live 
or  thirty  years  (with  the  United  States),  during  which  period  there 
would  be  time  to  cool,  and  even  extinguish  the  heat  of  the  i)resent  dis- 
cords and  attract  the  hearts  of  the  colonists  to  decent  expedients  and 
accommodations,  useful  to  themselves  and  to  the  English  nation.  For 
this  purpose  it  would  be  necessary  that  during  the  truce  there  should 
be  established  a  communication  and  even  a  free  and  reciprocal  trade 
between  England  and  the  Colonies  without  hindering  them  from  hav- 
ing the  use  of  an  equal  free  trade  with  other  nations.  It  would  be  also 
just  that  the  court  of  London  should  during  the  truce  treat  the  Colo- 
iiics  as  independent  infact^  until  some  adjustment  or  <'vccommodation 
with  them,  which  afterwards  might  be  made,  shouhl  produce  effects  ac- 
cording to  what  should  be  stipulated.''  "  It  was  also  considered  proper 
that  the  Colonies  in  order  to  enter  into  cither  of  the  proposed  expe- 
dients, may  require  that  EngLind  should  evacuate  the  ports  and  ter- 
ritories it  possesses  in  the  districts  of  tlie  British  provinces  which  are 
called  United."!  This  proposition  being  rejected, §  Spain's  ultimatum 
of  mediation  was  addressed  to  the  courts  of  London  and  Paris  on 
April  10,  1779.  This  ultimatum  was  finally  rejected  by  Weymouth 
May  4,  1779.    Spain  then  withdrew  her  offer  of  mediation,  and  this  was 


*That  the  Spanish  court  was  notified  of  this  answer,  see  Grauthani  to  Weymouth, 
Juno  1,  1778,  Bancroft  MSS. 

t  See  Grauthani  to  Weymouth,  Jan.  — ,  1779,  Bancroft  MSS. 

t  Bancroft  MSS. 

4  Weymouth  to  Grantham,  Mar.  IG,  1779. 
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followed,  on  Juue  19, 1779,  by  a  note  from  Florida- Blanca  to  Grantham, 
stating  that  the  Spanish  minister  was  recalled  from  London.  Gran- 
tham was  shortly  after  recalled  from  Madrid,  and  diplomatic  inter- 
course closed.* 

Tho  subseqaout  tompor  of  Spain  is  illustrAiod  by  tbo  foUowlng  oxtraote  from  adis- 
patcb  of  January  11,  1782,  troni  Montmorin,  Froucb  minister  at  Madrid,  to  Vergeiuies 
tbo  topic  being  a  probable  iiisnrreotion  at  Jamaica : 

"  I  have  no  need  to  toll  yoa,  sir,  bow  much  tbo  forming  a  repablio  in  theee  rogiont 
would  displease  Spain,  and  in  fact  I  believe  that  that  would  neither  suit  her  inter- 
ests nor  ours.  *  *  "  For  the  rest,  1  think,  sir,  that  if  tho  Spaniards  unite  with  as 
for  the  conquest  of  Jamaica  we  must  expect  more  resistanco  on  tho  part  of  the  in- 
habitants than  if  we  were  alone.  You  know,  sir,  how  much  Spanish  rule  is  dreaded 
throughout  all  America,  and  in  truth  it  is  so  with  reason.  There  reigns  in  almost  all 
the  possessions  of  that  powor  in  America  a  discdntont  of  which  I  think  the  oonse- 
queuccs  are  to  be  feared.  These  troubles  in  the  Spanish  colonies  obtain  for  ns  from 
Spain  some  facilities  in  the  progress  of  the  campaign ;  they  increase  the  aversion  of 
her  ministry  to  any  connection  with  the  United  States  of  America."  (1  Oanorofl's 
History  of  the  Constitution,  289.) 

As  to  the  character  of  Charles  III,  see  7  Winsor*s  Narrative,  etc.,  G. 

MiraleSjt  who  came  to  Pliihidelpbia  from  Spain  in  1780on  a  mission  of  inqniry,  WM 
so  far  imbued  with  the  prejudices  of  his  principals  as  to  bo  incapuble  of  giving  in  re- 
turn a  fair  account  of  Auierican  affairs.  The  more  he  saw  tho  more  ho  was  appall3d 
at  the  spectacle  of  the  United  States  not  merely  wresting  the  Mississippi  valley  from 
Spain,  but  inciting  Spanish  South  America  to  revolt.  And  he  no  doubt  injccto<l  his 
anxieties  into  Luzerne,  so  as  to  make  that  sympathetic  minister  at  least  in  part  their 
participant.     (See  5  Bancroft's  United  States,  301.) 

Mirales,  though  not  at  flnst  ofQci.illy  accredited  to  Cougress,  was  received  by  it  in- 
formally, so  far  as  to  onablo  him  to  confer  in  December,  1779,  with  a  couiiiiittee  as  to  a 
joint  movement  of  Spain  and  the  United  States  against  the  British  settlements  in 
Florida.  The  f<n'mal  difliciilty  was  overcome  by  an  assurance  received  from  Luzerne^ 
the  minister  of  France,  that  Mirales  was  authorized  to  speak  the  views  of  Spain. 
Mirales  had  at  tbo  time  letters  from  the  Spanish  ministry  to  tho  eflect  that  he  whs 
to  have  the  mission  to  the  United  States  as  soon  as  it  was  constituted.  In  February, 
1780,  Mirales  gave  it  to  be  untlerstood  that  Spain  would  bo  willing  to  sell  Florida  to 
the  United  States. 

GrantofftmnHon  of  francs        §  87.  It  was  undor  tlio  fifst  of  thoso  policics  that 

King  diaries  II [,  without  tho  knowledge  of  any  of 
his  ministers  except  Grinialdi,  contributed,  ou  June  27,  1770,  1,000,000 
of  francs  to  the  fuiul  which  Yergcnnes  was  then  raising  to  sustain  the 
American  revolt.  In  addition  to  this  subsidy,  shipments  were  sub- 
sequently made  through  Gardoqui  of  military  stores  for  the  use  of  Con- 
gress, for  which  Spain  supplied  the  money  requisite  for  the  purchase.  { 
Of  the  activity  of  this  agency  the  British  Government  obtained  in- 
formation in  the  summer  of  1777  : 

Tbe  house  of  Gardo(|ui  is  very  active.  Tbey  have  long  had  connection  with  Great 
Britain  and  America;  but  in  the  jireseut  contest,  though  they  pretend  to  wish  it  was 


*  As  to  the  attitude  of  Congress  in  respect  to  a  truce,  see  index,  title  **  Trnco." 

t  See  index,  title  Mirales. 

t  See  Sparks  in  North  Amor.  Uov.  for  April,  1830. 
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cudod,  they  have  adhered  to  the  latter  with  ^reat  partiality.  (Qranthaiii|  British 
tuiuister  at  Madrid,  to  Woymoiith,  Augast  11,  1777.    Bancroft  MSS.) 

Very  positive  in  formation  has  hoen  rocoived  that  the  court  of  Spain  has  supplied 
them  (Congross)  with  money,  togt^thor  with  arms  and  ammunition  to  a  considerahle 
amonnt,  from  the  Havanas  and  from  Now  Orleans,  and  tho  rebels  understand  that 
they  are  not  to  be  called  upon  to  pay  either  tho  sums  advanced  or  the  stores  furnished 
them.  (Weymouth,  teoretary  of  state,  to  Qrantham,  British  minister  at  Madrid,  Oc- 
tober 28.  1777.) 

As  to  Spanish  remittances  to  America,  see  Qardoqui  to  Arthur  Lee,  April  28, 1777; 
Arthur  Lee  to  Gardoqui,  May  8, 1777,  and  see,  as  to  his  servico^  hud  his  subsequent  ap- 
pointment to  represent  Spain  in  the  United  States,  index,  title  Qardoqui. 

Fiorida-fiiaucm.  §  88.  Florida-Blatica  (Frau90]8  Autoine  Moiiiiio),  born 

in  1729,  who  became  prime  miinster  of  Spain  in  February, 
1777,  in  the  place  of  d'Esquihiclic,  was  educated  .ib  a  notary,  of  family  far 
from  patrician,  but  devoting  himself  tx>  diplomacy  with  such  success 
that  before  arriving  at  middle  life  he  was  Spanish  ambt^ssador  at  Borne. 
It  was  to  his  influence  that  the  Jesuits  were  suppressed  and  Ganga- 
nelli  was  elected  poi)e.  Florida-Blanca  was  in  liis  forty-seventh  year 
when  he  accepted  the  direction  of  Spanish  policy ;  and  ho  brought  to 
the  post  strong  sense,  incorruptibility,  great  experience,  and  liberal 
views,  which,  though  tenii>ered  by  caution  and  self-consciousness,  were 
in  advance  of  the  age.  *  He  w:is  devoted  to  Charles  III,  following  the 
hitter's  Erastian  policy  as  opposed  to  tho  aggressions  of  the  church, 
lie  shared  the  popular  Spanish  dislike  to  England,  but  he  felt  that 
Spain  was  not  prepared  for  war,  and,  while  loyal  to  the  family  alliance 
of  tho  Bourbon  kings,  his  national  pride  made  him  jealous  of  French 
ascendency.  A  royalist  without  tho  philoso])liic  enthusiasm  of  Turgot, 
he  looked  coldly  on  the  Colonies  as  a  republic;  a  Spanish  iinpeiialist, 
desiring  to  preserve  the  Spanish  dependencies  in  America,  he  could 
not,  however  much  he  might  be  willing  to  help  on  a  revolt,  take  a  hand 
in  giving  prominence  to  a  revolution.  To  his  counsels  may  be  attrib- 
uted the  delays  imposed  on  the  reception  of  American  ministers  at 
Madrid,  and  the  cohlncss  with  which  these  ministers  were  received 
when,  from  Spain  joining  the  alliance  against  England,  such  reception 
became  necessary,  t 

On  Mareh  30,  1782,  Montniorin  wrote  to  Vorgeunes  that  **  Florida-Blancabaa  never 
been  willing  to  deelare  liiniRelf  openly  for  tlio  United  States,  and  at  this  very  moment 
he  seems  to  draw  back  from  them  more  than  ever."  (1  l^aucroft'8  History  of  the 
Ootistitution,  291.) 

Florida-Bh&nca  in  Febrnary,  1778,  declared  to  Grantham  that  ho  had  no  part  what- 
ever in  the  French  councilH,  hut  offorod  to  mediate  by  confining  tlio  United  States  to 
the  Atlantic  sea  coast,  giving  the  St.  Lawrence  valley  to  Hritain,  and  retaining  the 
l^iMissippi  valley  as  far  east  as  tho  Alleghonies  for  Spain.  (Grantham  to  Woymoath, 
Kfarch  12,  1778.) 

Bnt  even  this  limite<l  acknowle<lgment  of  independence  was  then  peremptorily  re- 
fused by  the  British  minister.     (Weymouth  to  Grantham,  May  20,  1778.) 


*  See  8  Laronsse,  r>OG. 

t  As  to  his  diplomatic  corrospoiulonce,  see  index,  title  Floridsi-Blanca. 
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Aranda.  §  89.  Araodft  (Oottut  (le  Arauda),  whose  uaine  froqueutljr 

appe^irs  iu  the  foUowiug  volames,  was  Spanish  ambassador 
at  Paris  daring  the  revolution,  and  was  a  strong  supporter  of  the  Bour- 
bon family  compact  and  of  the  movements  of  Yergennes  in  favor  of 
the  insurgent  Golonieii.  Born  in  1718^  of  an  illustrious  Aragou  family, 
he  was  first  trained  in  the  army,  and  then,  after  a  mission  to  Poland, 
he  became  president  of  the  Gastilian  council  in  1765,  in  which  capacity 
he  took  pait  in  the  expulsion  of  the  Jesuits  in  1767.  He  was  sent  to 
Paris  as  ambassador  in  1773. 

By  natnro  proud,  inipotuous,  restless,  aud  obstinato,  be  bad  never  disciplined  bis 
temper,  and  his  manners  were  ungenial.  A  soldier  in  early  life,  be  bad  been  attracted 
to  Prussia  by  tbe  fame  of  Frederic;  be  admired  Voltaire,  D'Alembort,  and  Ronsscaa; 
and  in  Franco  be  was  bouorod  for  bis  superiority  to  superstition.  His  baughty  self- 
dependence  and  force  of  will  Just  fitted  bim  for  tbe  service  of  Charles  III  in  snpprecs- 
iug  the  riots  of  Madrid  and  driviufr  the  Jesuits  from  Spain.  As  an  administrative 
reformer  bo  began  with  too  much  vebemence ;  bnt  thwarted  by  tbe  stiff  formalities 
of  oflicials  and  tbe  Jealousies  of  tbe  clerical  party,  bo  withdrew  from  court  to  fill  the 
embassy  at  Paris,  whore  bo  was  tormented  by  an  unquiet  eagerness  for  more  aotiva 
employment.  Ilis  system  was  niarkod  by  devotodness  to  the  French  aUianco  and 
hatred  of  England,  on  whose  prosperity  and  power  be  longed  to  see  France  and  Spain 
indict  a  mortal  blow.  Bnt  ho  was  a  daring  schemer  and  bad  calculator  rather  than 
a  creative  or  sagacious  statesman,  and  on  much  of  the  diplomatic  bnsineaa  with 
France  relating  to  America  be  was  not  consulted. 

On  tbe  29th  of  December,  177G,  and  again  six  days  later,  the  American  commission- 
ers bold  secret  but  barren  interviews  with  Aranda.  lie  could  only  promise  Amerioaa 
l>rivatcors,  with  tboir  prizes,  the  same  security  in  Spanish  ports  which  they  found  in 
those  of  Franco;  ho  had  no  authority  to  expound  tbo  intentions  of  the  king.  His 
^opinions,  which  )i:uHsionaccIy  favored  the  most  active  nicaHuros  in  behalf  of  America, 
wore  known  at  Madrid  and  passed  unheeded.    (9  Bancroft's  United  States,  288.  *) 

Stonnout,  in  a  dispatch  of  March  26,  1777,  to  Weymouth,  says: 

"Franklin  and  Duano  Iiavo  bad  some  secret  interviews  with' Count  D'Aranda; 
these  have  not,  however,  been  frequent;  Count  Aranda  has  advise<l  them  to  avoid 
it,  and  ha^,  1  am  informed,  talked  to  them  in  tbe  following  manner:  '  If  you  were  to 
see  me  often  it  might  injure  your  cause.  I  have  many  enemios  at  lioine ;  I  am  known 
to  be  eager  for  war;  it  i.s  my  opinion,  my  principle,  and  I  of  course  act  up  to  it;  I 
never  deviate  from  or  conceal  my  real  sentiments,  but  as  those  sentiments  do  not  fall 
in  with  the  wishes  of  some  considerable  persons  both  in  and  out  of  Spain,  too  great 
intercourse  between  you  and  nie  might  be  prejudicial  to  your  cause,  to  which  I  wish 
every  success ;  my  court  might  perhaps  be  less  disposed  to  favor  it  if  it  was  openly 
and  warmly  espoused  by  me.  I  am,  however,  authorized  to  inform  you  that  my  ooart 
will  assist  you  with  a  sum  of  money,  will  go  as  fur  as  100,000  pounds.'  (2  Halo's 
Franklin  in  France,  429. )t  Aranda  is  coupled  by  Horace  Wal pole  with  Sartine  as 
*  the  principal  incendiaries  of  the  war."'  (Walpole  to  Sir  Horace  Maun,  Novomber 
12,  1779;  7  Cunningham's  Walpole,  271.) 


*  As  to  Aranda's  position,  s(M)  interesting  observations  iu  Trescot's  Diplomacy  of  tbe 
Revolution,  71,  86. 

tSce  Deaue  to  committee,  etc.,  Aug.  18,  1776;  Franklin  to  Aranda,  Apr.  7,  1777, 
index,  title  Aranda. 
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CHAPTER  VI. 


ATTITUDE  OF  OTHER  EUROPEAN  STATES. 

PriiMis  si  firm  disMMd  to       5  QQ.  As  loiiff  AS  Frederick  the  Great  regardecf 

oDoourajso  revolt.  j  o  o 

the  Americau  disturbances  as  a  mere  revolt  he 
was  disposed  to  regard  them  with  cynical  satisfsiction.  He  thoroughly 
disliked  Britain,  notwithstsinding  his  relationship  to  the  British  reign- 
ing family ;  he  was  attached  to  the  literature  and  language  of  France ; 
he  was  irritated  at  the  overbearing  assumptions  of  Britain  as  mistress 
of  the  seas.  Gould  America  be  kept  in  a  state  of  chronic  revolt  it  would 
be  a  good  thing,  so  he  thought,  for  Europe ;  and,  aside  from  this,  he  con- 
ceived a  great  respect  for  Washington,  whose  strategy  in  the  siege  of 
Boston  he  highly  commended.  When  the  lievolution  was  in  its  earlier 
stages  Frederick  did  not  hesitate  to  express  these  views,  and  almost  to 
promise  recognition  in  case  of  such  recognition  being  previously  given 
by  other  great  powers.  He  declined,  also,  to  permit  the  troops  BriUiin 
had  been  hiring  in  Europe  to  cross  his  territory,  thereby  not  merely  ex- 
pressing his  detestation  of  this  mode  of  warfare  by  mercenaries,  but 
virtually  acknowledging  the  United  States  as  belligerents.* 

cham^eofpoiioy  whenrocas-        §91.  Whcu  Fraucc  acknowledged  the  inde- 
with  Britaio.  pcndcncc  of  thc  United  Stsites,  and  thus  involved 

herself  in  a  war  with  Britain,  Frederick,  so  far 
from  following  her  example  in  this  acknowledgment,  found  this  ex- 
ample a  RuiBcient  reason  why  acknowledgment  should  be  refused.  He 
was  trying  to  build  up  Prussian  commerce,  and  when  could  a  better 
chance  of  doing  this  occur  to  him  th<an  that  oU'ered  by  a  war  in  which 
he  could  be  neutral,  while  the  merchant  ships  of  England  and  France 
were  almost  driven  from  the  seas  by  the  op])08ing  belligerents' priva- 
teers. He  hail  entered  also  into  the  armed  neutrality,  by  which  British 
seizures  of  enemies'  property  under  neutral  flags  was  to  bo  stopped ; 
but  this  league  could  only  be  broken  by  neutrals.  He  no  doubt  also 
wiis  irritated  at  the  disrespect  with  which  he  w<as  trea*ted  by  Arthur 
LfCe,  who  took  up  his  abode  as  American  minister  at  Berlin  without 
even  an  intimation  that  ho  would  be  there  received.  Hence  it  was  that 
when  Arthur  Lee's  papers  were  stolen  from  his  desk  at  Berlin  by  direc- 


*  See  index,  titles  Frederick  the  fireat,  Prnsaia.    See,  ns  showing  Frederick's  sym- 
pathy with  the  Revolation  at  its  outset^  oitaMon  in  10  Bancroft's  United  States,  100^. 
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tion  of  Elliot,  British  minister  there  resident,*  Frederick,  thoagfa  he 
had  previously  acknowledged  the  United  States  as  a  belligerent  power, 
and  though  it  was  then  as  now  acknowledged  that  envoys  from  a  bellig- 
erent to  a  neutral  are  entitled  to  diplomatic  privileges,  instead  of 
sending  Elliot  home  as  a  rebuke  for  such  an  outrage,  treated  the  out- 
rage as  a  joke,  as  if  Artliur  Lee  and  his  papers  wQvefercBnaturcB,  which 
it  was  no  ofTonso  to  abduct,  t  In  the  same  spirit  of  contemptaoas  aver- 
sion to  the  United  States  was  dictated  the  letter  to  Arthur  Lee,  refusing 
to  permit  William  Lee  even  to  visit  Berlin,  to  which  he  was  accredited.t 
Some  allowance  may  perhups  be  made  for  irritation  at  the  mixture  of 
unceremoniousness  and  obsequiousness  which  marked  the  letters  of  the 
Lees  to  Frederick ;  but,  however  this  may  have  been,  both  Arthur  and 
William  Lee,  it  must  be  remembered,  were  accredited  to  Frederick  by 
the  United  States,  whose  status  as  a  belligerent  Frederick  had  already 
recognized ;  and  that  to  subject  them,  or  permit  them  to  be  subjected, 
to  indignities  at  Berlin  can  only  be  explained  by  assuming  that  Fred- 
erick was  changing  his  course  as  to  the  Revolution,  and  that  he  was 
determined  to  submit  even  to  invasion  of  his  own  rights  by  Britain 
rather  than  run  the  risk  of  war,  by  which  his  ''  mercantile  mariue"  would 
not  only  lose  the  rich  neutral  trade  it  was  then  enjoying,  but  would  be 
swept  from  the  seas  by  British  cruisers.  It  was  in  the  same  spirit  of 
politic  propitiation  of  Britain  that  he  informe<l  the  British  minister  that 
he  hiul  refused  to  Congress  the  use  of  the  port  of  Embden  as  a  base  for 
American  naval  operations. §  It  was  not  until  the  tinal  acknowledg- 
ment of  American  independence  by  Britain,  consequent  on  the  defini- 
tive peace,  that  Frederick,  having  no  longer  any  neutral  intei*est  to 
maintain,  found  himself  in  a  position  wben  advances  could  properly 
come  from  him.  And  they  came  in  the  shape  of  informal  suggestions 
to  Franklin,  which  ended  in  the  treaty  of  1785,  in  which  Franklin,  Jeffer- 
son, and  Adams  acted  for  the  United  States  and  Thulemoier  for  Prussia. 

Frodurlck's  cynical  oyo  raw  no  futiiro  j^reatnoss  for  the  United  States  as  a  repnblic. 
"The  Aniorioau  Union/'  ho  said  to  Sir  John  Stopney,  Britinh  envoy  at  BerUii,  ou 
October 22,  1782,  "could  not  long  subsist  under  its  present  form.  The  groat  oxtent 
of  country  would  alone  bo  a  sufficient  obstacle,  since  a  republican  governmoni  had 
never  been  known  to  exist  for  any  length  of  time  where  the  territory  was  not  limited 
and  concentered.  It  would  not  bo  more  absurd  to  propose  the  establishraeut  of  a  de- 
mocracy to  govern  the  whole  country  from  Brest  to  Riga.  No  inference  could  be 
drawn  from  the  States  of  Venice,  Holland,  and  Switzerland,  of  which  the  situation 
and  circumstances  were  perfectly  diflerout  from  those  of  the  colonies."  (MSS.  quoted 
1  Bancroft's  History  of  the  Constitution,  71.) 

*  See  infra,  A.  Loo  to  commissioners  at  Paris,  June  28,  1777,  and  note  thereto. 

Prussia's  aid  to  America  during  the  Revolution  is  discussed  by  Mr.  Bancroft  with  a 
friendliness  which  has  called  forth  the  criticism  of  Doniol.    (3,  117.) 

t  See  more  particularly  infraf  $  144,  193 ;  and  note  to  A.  Lee  to  commissionera, 
Jane  28,  1777. 

t  See  infra  J  $  177. 

$  10  Bancroft's  United  States,  111;  see  W.  Lee  to  Thomson,  Jan.  2.  1778,  i^fra, 
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*'^**toi«S[KSJir  *^*'****"        5  ^^*  ^^  *  political  genius  of  singular  boldness 

and  comprehensiveness  Catharine  II  added  an 
ambition  which  was  stimulated  by  unbounded  flattery,  not  only  at  home 
but  abroad.  Uer  i)ower  was  autocratic,  her  resources,  apparently 
enormous,  had  the  reputation  of  being  boundless.  But  even  giving 
them  a  moderate  estimate,  they  would  bo  capable,  if  wielded  by  a  mon- 
arch so  energetic  as  Catharine,  of  deciding  the.  fate  of  Europe,  when 
Britain,  on  the  one  hand,  was  arrayed  against  France,  Spain,  and  Hol- 
land on  the  other.  Hence  it  was  that,  desperately  and  conspicuously 
profligate  as  were  her  morals,  with  the  guilt  of  conniving  .at  her  hus- 
band's assassination  clinging  to  her,  and  parading  her  licentiousness  so 
that  her  male  favorites  were  exhibited  as  unblushingly  as  were  the 
female  favorites  of  Louis  XV,  she  was  courted  by  her  fellow  monarchs 
with  an  assiduity  which  would  be  incredible  were  it'uot  brought  before 
us  in  the  correspondence  of  Ijonl  Malmesbury  (when  Sir  James  Harris) 
while  representing  George  III  at  the  court  of  Catharine.  Even  Dana, 
sent  by  Congress  to  solicit  her  recognition,  did  not  think  it  unsuitable 
for  him,  when  knocking  patiently  for  admittance,  to  speak  to  the  min- 
ister whom  he  addressed,  of  the  respect  felt  by  Congress  for  her  majes- 
ty's virtues,  as  well  as  for  her  great  political  genius.  It  is  no  wonder 
that-,  addressed  by  adulation  so  gross  and  so  universal,  Catharine 
should  become  the  more  set  in  the  admiration  of  her  own  autocratic 
greatness  as  time  moved  on.* 

• 

RossiM  policy  to  huUd  np        §  93.  Asidc  from  her  natural  repugnance,  as  an 

nevinl     omnmeroe,      and  ii.      /i    4i        •        i      i  L-       % 

hence uio armed  oeutraiity.    autocrat,  to  rcvolts,  Catharine  had  no  particular 

desire  to  put  an  end  to  the  war  by  thowing  her 
weight  with  the  allies,  who  had  already  superior  strength.  French, 
Spanish,  British,  American  merchant  veHseis  were  driven  from  the 
seas  by  belligerent  iirivateers.  Now  was  the  time  for  liussia  to  build 
up  an  immense  carrying  trade.  She  had  ports;  she  had  a  hardy  popu- 
lation that  could  be  turned  into  the  merchant  service.  This  opi>or- 
tunity  she  would  lose  if  she  became  a  belligerent  herself.  To  aid  in 
building  up  this  merchant  service  she  had  devised  the  project  of  an 
armed  neutrality,  a  league  to  enforce  the  rule  that  free  ships  make  free 
goods.  In  this  project  she  induced  the  other  northern  courts  to  join;  t 
the  parties  to  this  league  agreeing  to  delend  its  principles  by  arms. 
Congress,  ill  atlvised  of  the  position  of  Russia  as  to  this  alliance,  in- 
structed its  minister  (Danii)  to  profess  to  accede  to  it.  But  the  adniis- 
sion  of  the  United  States  as  a  party  would  have  operated  to  defeat  the 
prime  object  of  the  alliance,  which  was  the  fostciiiig  of  nonbelligerent 
commerce;  and  Russian  commerce  would  have  ceased  to  be  non-bellig- 


*  See  Dana  to  Livingston,  May  2,  1783 ;  and  seo  generally  titleR  Rnsisla,  Daua,  in 
hidox ;  as  to  Dana,  sco  in/ra,  ^  1(>8  ;  hco  Trescot's  Diplomacy  of  tlio  Revolntioo,  73^. 

tSee2Tooke'B  Catharine,  II,  AM  ff,;  as  to  armed  noutrnlity,  sec  Trcscot'8  Diplo- 
macy of  the  Revolntion,  7'\ff. ;  Schuyler's  American  Diplomacy,  374. 
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ereut  if  by  acknowledgiog  tho  United  States  she  had  provoked  a  war 
with  Great  Britain. 

PoBiuon  as  to  mediaUon.         §  94.  ^j^ij©  anibitiou  to  take  a  commanding  jiosition 

in  Europe  induced  Catharine,  as  will  be  seen  more 
fully  hereafter,  to  join  with  tho  Eiui)eror  Joseph,  of  Germany,  in  a 
proposition  to  the  several  belligerent  European  courts  to  mediate  as  to 
their  respective  claims.  It  was  one  of  the  most  pregnsint  illustratious 
of  the  corruption  of  politics  in  those  days  that  the  British  Government 
offered  Catharine  the  island  of  Minorca  if  she  would,  as  mediatrix, 
compel  France  to  withdraw  her  troops  from  America.*  This  proposi- 
tion Catharine  declined,  more,  however,  on  account  of  its  impractica- 
bility than  of  its  monstrosity.  But  however  this  may  have  been,  her 
position  as  mediator  precluded  her,  as  long  as  the  negotiations  for  me- 
diation were  outstanding,  from  any  acknowledgment  of  American 
independence.  Whether  the  French  acknowledgment  of  independence 
was  a  ca^tis  belli  was  the  main  question  which  a  mediator  in  such  a  war 
would  have  to  treat;  and  Russia  could  not  acknowledge  an  independ- 
ence the  existence  of  which  the  war  was  waged  to  determine. 

r»iiuroof  Dan«'«mi88ioD.        §95,  w©  liavo  already  noticed  the  general  ill 

effects  of  that  system  of  militiH  diplomacy  which 
consisted  in  sending,  without  any  prior  inquiry  as  to  reception,  minis- 
ters to  foreign  courts  to  demand  not  merely  recognition  but  pecuniary 
aid.t  Of  these  ill  effects  the  humiliations  met  with  by  Dana  at  St 
Petersburg  are  among  the  most  conspicuous,  lie  was  a  scholar,  a  man 
of  singularly  high  tone,  and  subsequently  became  eminent  for  his 
[mblic  services  both  in  Congress  and  on  the  bencli.|  But  he  went  to 
St.  Petersburg  prejudiced  against  the  French  ambassador,  who  was 
the  only  diplomatist  there  who  would  recognize  him;  and  without  any 
means  whatever,  it  would  seem,  of  acquainting  himself  with  the  pecu- 
liar ))olitics.of  the  Russian  court.  Ilis  course  during  his  suiy  in  Rus- 
sia, which  histed  from  August,  1781,  to  September,  1783,  is  luirrated  in 
his  letters,  which  will  be  found  in  order  of  dates  in  the  following  vol- 
umes, and  the  general  character  of  his  mission  is  noticed  in  a  subse- 
quent section.§ 

German  cmpororunfrloudly  §  9G.   Of  thC   GcrmaU    BuipirC,  UUdcr   thc   Effl- 

to  rovolution.  ^  ^        ' 

l)eror  Joseph  II,  we  notice  but  little  in  the  fol- 
lowing pages.  The  reformatory  and  ])hilauthropic  principles  of  Joseph 
did  not  reach  so  far  as  to  sustain  a  revolution.  ^^  My  trade  is  that  of  a 
king,"  he  tohl  his  sister  when  on  a  visit  to  Paris ;  and  he  declined  when 


*Su2)raf  ^  30.    As  to  this  iiiodiation,  sco  Troscot's  Diploiuaoy  of  the  RevolutioD, 
102  /. 
t  Supraf  $  19. 
t  Tnfra,  $  IG8-170. 
^  Infra,  \  100. 
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there  to  euter  into  political  coiiversatiou  with  Auicricuus  as  to  America. 
It  is  true  that  William  aud  Arthur  Leo  iuformcd  Oougress  that  they 
had  heard  that  Joseph  would  receive  au  American  miuister  if  seut,  aud 
William  Loc,  wheu  residiug  at  Brussels,  wrote  that  he  had  heard  that  the 
em|)eror  would  like  to  see  au  American  resident  at  that  place.*  But 
William  Lee  found  that  wheu  he  attempted  to  lench  Vienna,  to  which 
ho  was  accredited',  he  was  peremptorily  warned  oil*;  nor  was  anything 
ever  received  from  the  emperor  showing  that  he  had  so  far  changed  his 
mind  as  to  take  the  very  odd  step  of  inviting  an  American  envoy  to 
reside  not  at  the  imperial  court  but  at  Brussels.  There  was  every 
reason  why  Joseph  11,  whose  whole  importance  consisted  largely  in  the 
maintenance  of  monarchy,  would  have  considered  the  humiliation  of 
monarchy  by  colonists  as  an  act  which  he  ought  not  to  encourage.t  It 
was  not  until  178G  that  negotiations  for  a  treaty  with  Germany  were 
entered  npon  by  the  United  States. 

Th©  NeiherUoda.  §  97.  Tlic  Netherlands,  at  the  Ciulier  period  of  the 

revolutionary    war,  were  torn  by  contending  parties, 
neither  of  which  obtained  absolute  ascendency.    These  were — 

(1)  The  Prince  of  Orange  and  the  supporters  of  his  family.  Irreso- 
lute and  indiscreet,  his  personal  aflections,  so  far  as  ho  hail  any,  were 
towards  England,  to  which  his  family  were  allied  not  only  by  blood  but 
by  many  glorious  associations.  His  wife,  a  woman  of  great  energy,  who 
exercised  over  him  occasionally  much  influence,  was  a  niece  of  Freder- 
ick the  Great,  and  disposed  to  follow  her  nucleus  advice,  which  at  that 
time  pointed  rather  to  France  than  to  England. 

(2)  The  commercial  interests,  who  desired  above  all  things  to  keep 
out  of  the  war,  from  which,  as  the  great  neutral  carriei*s  of  the  world, 
they  were  gathering  enormous  prolils.  As  they  were  not  only  the  great 
carriers  but  the  great  money-lenders  of  Europe,  it  was  not  likely  that 
by  lending  money  to  America,  even  if  the  security  were  alluring,  they 
would  permit  themselves  to  be  drawn  into  the  position  of  belligerents, 
and  thus  let  their  shipping  fall  a  prey  to  British  cruisers.  | 

(3)  The  aristocratic  party,  devoted  from  tradition  or  interest  or  fash- 
ion 10  France,  always  had  much  influence  at  court,  aud  sometimes  this 
influence  was  predominant.  Whjitever  may  have  been  the  merits,  so 
far  SIS  concerned  industry  and  zeal,  of  Sir  Philip  Yorkc,  British  minister 
at  The  Uaguo,  his  temper  was  overbearing,  giving  to  his  manner  at 


•See  William  Lee  to  secretary  of  foreign  aflfiurs,  March  III,  1782;  aud,  see  gener- 
ally index,  titles  Arthur  Lee  aud  William  Lcc. 

t  See  Arthur  Lee  to  coiiimittoo,  July  29, 1777. 

X  That  Holland  and  all  other  maritime  European  powers  would  Ruflfor  from  the  in- 
dopendeuco  of  the  United  States  is  clnhoraicly  argued  iu  a  pamphlet  issued  in  Ley- 
den   in  Juno,  1781,  and  puhlishod   as  translated  in  Schlozer's  Briefwechscl,  1781, 

laoiT. 

In  the  Sparks  Colicetion,  vol.  72,  Harvard  College,  is  a  collection  of  extracts  from 
the  correspondence  of  Sir  Joseph  Yorke,  iu  Holland,  from  Jan.,  1776,  to  Dec,  1780. 
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court  a  rougbness  wbich  was  m  marked  contrast  with  ilio  coartesj  and 
tact  which  marked  the  French  legation.  The  social  prestige  of  France 
also  was  as  yet  unshaken  on  the  continent.  French  was  the  court  lan- 
guage; the  prevalent  literature  was  French;  the  Princess  of  Orange 
shared  her  uncle's  taste  for  French  ways,  and  if  Britain  controlled  the 
seas,  France  was  a  great  continental  power  at  the  very  gate  of  The 
Netherlands.  The  Netherlands,  therefore,  If  forced  to  decide  would 
have  been  compelled  to  choose  between  a  power  that  could  overran 
them  on  land  and  a  power  that  could  ruin  them  at  sea. 

{A)  Liberals,  whose  enthusiasm  led  them  to  sympathize  with  freedom 
wherever  asserted.  But  the  liberals  formed  but  a  small  party  in  The 
Netherlands,  although  their  ability  and  activity  brought  them  con- 
stantly before  the  public  eye. 

(5)  Federationists,  who  looked  to  forming  a  powerful  league  of  the 
northern  powers  for  the  purpose  of  establishing  an  armed  neutrality  for 
the  protection  of  nonbelligerent  commerce  in  the  war  then  pending 
against  the  rapacity  of  British  cruisers.  The  interests  which  combined 
in  the  support  of  this  league  leaned  mainly  on  Oatharine  II,  who  was 
its  originator.  The  influence  in  Europe  of  this  ambitious  princess  was 
then  very  great,  and  she  threw  that  influence  in  favor  of  that  party  in 
The  Netherlands  which  sought,  under  the  banner  she  unfurled,  to  keep 
out  of  war,  and  to  sustain  that  armed  neutrality  which  it  was  hoped 
would  secure  neutral  commerce  from  belligerent  spoliation. 

These  were  the  prominent  parties  who,  in  that  critical  era,  strove  for 
the  direction  of  affairs  in  The  Netherlands.  The  fact  that  no  one  of 
them  was  strong  enough  to  control  public  affairs,  and  that  only  one  of 
them,  and  that  the  weakest,  had  any  sympathy  with  revolutionary  pol- 
itics, might  in  itself  have  been  a  sufUclent  reason  to  hold  Congress 
back  from  sending  a  minister  to  The  NetherLinds  to  borrow  money. 
But  aside  from  this  difliculty  an  almost  insuperable  bar  was  placed, 
by  the  peculiar  system  of  federation  there  existing,  in  the  way  of  any 
national  political  action  favorable  to  the  United  States. 

Of  these  considerations  Congress  was  not  aware  when  it  determined, 
in  1770,  to  send  a  minister  to  ask  alliance  and  money  from  The  Neth- 
erlands.   Had  a  commercial  agent  been  sent  out  to  borrow  money  from 
Amsterdam  bankers,  then,  if  the  security  offered  had  been  sufficient,  the 
money  could  have  been  had  ;  and  this  turned  out  subsequently  to  be  the 
case  when  France  offered  to  guarantee  the  payment  of  loans  so  made. 
But  to  go  into  the  market  to  borrow  money  from  bankers  is  not  the  office 
of  a  political  envoy,  and  it  dishonors  both  him  and  his  country  to  clothe 
him  with  the  title  of  minister  when  his  sole  office  is  that  of  an  agent  for 
raising  money  from  unofficial  bankers.    And  to  obtain  a  loan  from  the 
government  of  The  Netherlands  was,  for  the  reasons  we  have  given,  im- 
possible so  iong  as  The  Netherlands  remained  neutral  in  the  war  by 
which  both  continents  w^re  convulsed.    The  correspondence  that  will 
\)e  hereafter  given  will  show  how  fruitless  iw  well  as  impolitic  were  the 
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labors  of  our  political  agents  Id  Tho  Netlicrlaiids  so  loug  as  Tbo  Neth- 
erlands were  able  to  keep  out  of  the  war.* 

^ISSiteT^"*'*  ^  "^*''*       5  ^^^*  "^^  Tuscany  Congress  resolved  to  send  a 

minister  to  borrow  money,  and  Ralph  Izard,  then 
iu  Paris,  was  selected  and  commissioned  for  the  purpose.  Lie  never 
left  Paris,  however,  Tuscany  resolutely  repelling  him  wbenever  he  pro- 
posed to  start.  The  effect  of  his  mission  in  other  relations  is  elsewhere 
considered.t  Tuscany  was  a  third-rate  power,  which  was  without 
money  to  lend  or  political  influence  to  ofl'er,  and  whose  politics  were 
remarkable  chiefly  for  their  servile  absolutism.  That  such  a  power 
wonld  refuse  to  permit  an  American  envoy  to  approach  it  no  person 
cognizant  of  the  condition  of  things  could  doubt.  Almost  at  the  very 
time  this  mission  was  instituted  the  Tusc<an  court  was  in  such  dread 
of  Qeorgo  III  that  it  resorted  to  the  unworthiest  of  subterfuges  to  keep 
out  of  Florence  the  brothers  of  that  monarch,  with  whom  at  the  time 
ho  had  thought  proper  to  quarrel.  Yet  it  was  to  Tuscany  that  Izard 
was  sent  by  Congress  to  ask  both  recognition  and  mono}'. 


*  800  Tro8cot'8  Diploinaoy  of  tho  Rcvolutiou,  SSff, 
i  Infra,  ^  178  ;  aud  000  iiidox,  title  Tzanl. 
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MEDIATION. 

m 

By  spftiii  in  1778.  §  98.  The  iutcrpositiou  of  Spaiu  by  way  of  medi- 

ation, wbicli  was  auuouuce<l  by  Gerard  to  Gougre8S 
oil  February  9,  1779,  was  a  mere  preliminary  to  the  entrance  of  Spaiu 
into  the  Franco- American  alliance,  since  Spaiu  was  at  that  timo  aware 
that  Britain  would  not  thou  enter  into  any  negotiations  iu  which  the 
United  States  were  to  be  treated  with  as  an  independeut  power.  The 
negotiations  relating  to  this  mediation  have  beeu  already  detailed.* 

By  iuiporiai  courte  in  1780.        §99.  ju  1780,  as  already  stated,  the  Empress 

Catharine  II,  with  the  co-operation  of  the  Emperor 
Joseph  II,  proposed  to  mediate  between  the  European  belligerents. 
The  correspondcuce  as  to  this  mediation  will  be  found  at  large  iu  the 
following  volumes.t  The  impulse  to  this  movement  on  the  part  of 
Catharine  could  not  have  been  expectation  of  success,  since  she  knew 
that  France  would  refuse  to  accept  a  mediation  from  which  America 
was  excluded;  and  it  must  be  sought  in  that  restless  ambition  ou  her 
part  which,  stimulated  by  the  flattery  of  the  leading  European  sover- 
eigns, prompted  her  to  assume  the  position  of  arbiter  in  all  questions 
iu  which  Europe  and  Asia  were  concerued.t  The  prior  mediation  of 
Spain  failed  because  Britain  refused  to  enter  into  any  negotiation  which 
recognized  the  United  States  as  one  of  the  negotiating  powers ;  the 
mediation  of  the  imperial  courts  failed  because  France  m<ade  such  rec- 
ognition of  the  United  States  a  si7ie  qua  non.  The  attempt  of  the  Brit- 
ish to  bribe  Catharine  in  case  she  should  undertake  the  part  of  mediator 
has  been  already  noticed.§ 

•  Supra^  $  80. 

t  Soo  index,  titlo  Mcdiiitiuii. 

t  ThiH  is  tho  iiioUvu  a^Hi^ucd  by  Sir  JainoH  IltirriH,  uo  doubt  correctly,  iu  tbo  very 
iulercHtiug  piipor  contained  in  tho  lirat  volunio  of  tho  MaluiCbbury  CorrospoudoDce, 
J  Supra,  i  30. 
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QUESTIONS  OF  INTERNATIONAL  LAW  HfTOLVED. 

Kentral  KATernmentii  can  nol  §  100.   It  Wa8  COncedcd  bv  tllO  FrCllCh  QoVCm- 

inmiBn  money  or  Arnin  to  *  •^ 

bclligeroDtii,  bat  their  BuU-      mcilt    tliat    fot   it   tO   flimisll    HI  Oil  OV  OF   amiS    tO 
Jocts  may.  ** 

Congress,  tlien  waging  a  war  of  insnrrection 
against  Britain,  wonid  be  a  violation  of  tlic  law  of  nations  and  a  legiti- 
mate casus  belli.  On  tbe  other  hand,  according  to  the  rules  of  interna- 
tional law  then  and  still  prevalent,  French  subjects  were  at  liberty, 
without  involving  Franco  in  a  breach  of  neutrality,  to  snpply  the  in- 
surgents with  money  and  with  munitions  of  war;  sucli  supplies,  how- 
ever, being  contraband  and  liable  to  connscation  if  seize<l  as  such  b^* 
Britain.  The  French  Government  not  only  desired  that  these  supplies 
should  be  given  to  America,  but  determined  to  promote  their  transmis- 
sion so  far  as  this  could  be  elFected  without  exposhig  it  to  the  charge  of 
direct  interference.  In  order  to  bring  the  case  within  the  range  of  at 
least  apparently  legitimate  neutral  operations  it  was  determined,  as  we 
have  seen,*  to  establish  a  mercantile  house  in  Paris  for  the  purpose  of 
selling  arms  to  Oongress  in  exchange  for  American  produce  to  bo  sent 
to  France.t  If  the  arms  so  were  sold,  the  fact  that  they  were  bought  from 
French  arsenals  woiUd  not  itself  l)0  a  breach  of  neutrality  in  Franco; 
and  so  in  fact,  was  it  held  in  the  United  8tiites  during  the  late  Franco- 
German  war,  in  which  the  mere  fact  that  guns  purchased  at  one  of  the 
sjiles  of  surplus  arms  by  the  government  were  sent  by  private  enter- 
prise to  one  of  the  belligcrenta  was  agreo<l  not  to  impute  a  breach  of 
neutrality  by  the  United  States.  And  Vergcnncs,  pursuing  this  line, 
declared  that  if  mercantile  houses  in  France  should  furnish  supplies  to 
the  American  insurgents  the  French  Government  could  not  interfere, 
even  though  such  suiiplics  were  purchased  from  government  stores. 

Frcnclt  Government  Indirect-  t  101.    Such    WaS    VcrgenilCS'    pOSltiOU    aS    CX- 

ly  8U9iAin<Ml  by  rnrnirtliinc  '  r>  i 

money  nml  armH  to  A  lioiine      hibitcd     (O    tllC    publiC    CyC.      But    SO    fcVCrishlv 
engairftfllnrurwiinlingtlicMe  l  *'  « 

euppiioA.  anxious  was  France  to  disenthral  herself  from 

what  appeared  to  bo  the  vassalage  iniposed  by 
tlie  treaty  of  I7G3,  and  so  impetuous  became  the  appeals  of  the  French 
enthusiasts  of  higli  rank  who  had  espoused  tlie  American  cause,  that 
Vergennes  determined  that  not  only  should  business  agencies  organize 


•  Supra,  $  (J I.  t  Supra  H  ^>'^  /•  GL 
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to  supply  arms  aud  clothiug  to  the  United  States  be  aided  by  the  goyern* 
nieut,  but  that  he  woald  assist  in  the  organization  of  such  ageDcies. 
And  he  consoled  himself  by  the  reflection  that  in  so  doing  he  was  not 
advancing  beyond  the  line  laid  down  by  England  in  her  conduct  to  in- 
surgontsduriugcivll  wars  in  France.  Government  aid  therefore  was  tobe 
given,  but  it  was  to  be  concealed  by  every  diplomatic  art  Of  all  men  in 
France  Bcaumarchais  would  appear  to  be  the  least  likely  to  be  selected 
as  the  head  ofa  commercial  house;*  and  Bcaumarchais  was  then  employ- 
ed, and  judiciously  employed,  as  a  government  court  agent  in  America, 
not  merely  on  account  of  his  knowledge  of  these  afiairs,  but  from  the 
fact  that  the  most  jealous  British  critic  could  hardly  suspect  him  of  being 
the  head  of  a  mercantile  firm  selected  to  lead  in  the  enterprise. 

Under  the  paternal  system  then  prevailing  in  France  royal  grants  of 
money  were  regarded  as  among  the  onlinary  essentials  to  the  establish- 
ment of  any  business  enterprise  by  which  the  public  could  be  benefited, 
and  here  was  a  proper  case  for  such  bounty,  since  it  was  obvious  that 
Bcaumarchais'  house  under  his  name  could  not  succeed  without  exta«- 
neous  aid.  Congress  had  no  ready  money.  Paying  by  American  produce 
might  hereafter  be  made  hazardous  by  British  blockading  cruisers.  Any- 
how large  capital  was  required  to  start  the  enterprise,  and  from  private 
hands  large  capital  could  not  be  obtained.  Hence,  unless  in  tJiis,  as  well 
as  in  other  business  enterprises,  the  king  did  not  step  in  with  a  bonm 
this  new  establishment  for  the  supplying  of  arms  to  belligerents  could 
not  be  put  in  motion. 

Both  Franco  and  Spain  felt  this,  and  each  of  them,  rankling  with  the 
mortiflcations  of  the  prior  war  with  England,  contributed  1,000,000 
francs  to  the  house  of  Rodrique  Hortalez  &  Co.,  which  was  the  busi- 
ness np.me  Bcaumarchais  assumed.  A  few  months  afterwards  Ver- 
genncs  paid  the  American  commissioners  2,000,000  francs  in  gold,  to 
be  repaid  by  American  produce  or  in  currency.t  And  there  can  be  no 
question  that  arms  which  were  obtained  by  Bcaumarchais  from  French 
arsenals  were  given  to  him  by  the  government  with  the  intention  that 
they  should  bo  sent  to  America. 

This  Is  a  brother  neutral.       §  102.  Tho  supply  of  moucy  by  France  to  the 

American  insurgents  was  unquestionably  a  breach 
of  neutral  duties.  But  such,  however,  argued  Vergennes,  was  not  the 
case  with  a  bonus  given  by  the  government  to  a  mercantile  house  to 
enable  it  to  furnish  munitions  of  war  to  a  belligerent.  France,  it  is 
well  known,  was  in  the  habit  of  giving  subsidies  or  bounties  to  indus- 
tries in  which  she  felt  on  national  grounds  an  interest — to  certain  classes 
of  shipping,  to  fishing  vessels,  to  manufactories  in  their  early  stages, 
to  mining.  lie  may  now  say  this  was  a  vicious  system,  but  it  was  the 
system  of  those  times,  and  it  was  consistent  with  this  system  that  sub- 

*  Siiprat  $  58.  tSee  ou  this  qucstioD,  Bupra,  $$  Gl,  G4,  G9. 
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sidies  or  bounties  should  bo  given  to  a  mercantile  bouse  wbof e  object 
was  to  put  France  at  tbe  bead  of  all  nations  in  tbe  manufacture  and 
sale  to  belligerents  or  expectant  belligerents  of  munitions  of  war.  If 
tbis  was  the  object  of  the  contributions  by  France  to  Qortalez  &  Co.  it 
might  plausibly  be  argued  to  be  consistent  with  neutral  duties.  * 

But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  aid  given  by  the  French  Qovernment  to 
Beaumarchais  was  given  to  him  not  as  a  business  man  engaged  in  the 
general  work  of  buying  and  exporting  munitions  of  war,  but  as  an  agent 
employed  in  the  transmission  of  supplies  to  insurgents  against  Britain 
with  whom  France  was  then  at  peace;  and  this  was  a  breach  of  neu- 
trality on  the  part  of  France. 

The  atUtndo  of  the  French  Govern  men  t  towards  the  United  States  prior  to  1778,  so 
far  as  concerns  its  evasion  of  neutrality,  was  the  suhject  of  three  interesting  and  im- 
portant pamphlets :  The  French  Expose  des  motifs  de  la  oonduite  dii  Roi  de  France 
rclativenient  &  I'Angleterre,  1779;  the  Mdmoire  Justificatif,  in  reply,  attributed  to 
Gibbon,  and  published  by  the  British  ministry ;  and  the  French  rejoinder,  Observa. 
tions  do  la  cour  de  Versailles  sur  lo  Mdmoire  Justificatif  do  la  conr  de  Londres. 

When  the  question  of  supplies  came  up  before  the  French  cabinet  in  177G-77,  "me- 
moirs were  written  by  the  respective  ministers,  read  in  council,  and  examined  in  de- 
tail. The  great  talents  and  learning  of  the  eminent  Jurist  PfefTol,  and  the  still  more 
eminent  publicist  Favier,  were  called  into  action  on  this  occasion,  and  the  papers  they 
produced  unquestionably  had  much  weight  in  giving  a  more  decided  and  nniforin 
tone  to  the  sentiments  of  the  cabinet.  They  were  on  the  side  of  Vergennes.  Tbe 
argument  of  PfefTel  was  a  masterly  display  of  ability,  knowledge,  and  reasoning. 
He  supported  his  positions  on  the  ground  of  equity,  legal  precedents,  historical  acts, 
and  the  laws  of  nations,  and  drew  from  the  whole  the  general  inference  that  it  is  lawful 
and  right  for  France  to  espouse  the  cause  of  theColonies  in  opposition  to  the  authority 
and  the  arms  of  Groat  Britain.^'   (30  North  American  Review,  4G2,  by  Sparks.) 

The  supplies  thus  granted,  therefore,  could  only  be  sustained  on  the 
ground  that  France  in  giving  them  was  ready  to  take  the  risk  of  war, 
Si  good  cause  of  which  they  thus  afforded  to  Britain.  And  it  must  be 
remembered  that  English  history  affords  instances  of  similar  ai<l  given 
to  belligerent  insurgents  whose  independence  has  not  been  recognized 
by  their  parent  state. 

These  instances  are  thus  narrated  by  Phillimoro: 

The  formal  recognition  of  the  South  American  republics  took  place  in  18*25,  under 
tbe  negotiation  of  a  treaty  of  commerce,  while  they  wore  yet  uunckuowledgcd  by  the 
mother  country.  The  formal  recognition  of  Greece  as  an  absolutely  independent 
power  may  be  said  not  to  have  definitely  taken  place  till  May,  1832.  Hut  on  July  G, 
1H27,  Great  Britain  and  Russia  interposed,  in  order  to  guaranty  a  quasi  independence 
to  Greece,  and  covenanted  by  a  secret  and  additional  article  to  send  consular  agents 
and  enter  into  commercial  relations  within  a  month  from  the  date  of  the  treaty, 
whether  the  Porto  consented  to  or  refused  its  conditions.  And  as  an  incident 
to  the  ''material  aid''  furnished  by  England  to  Greece  the  battle  of  Navarino  was 
fought,  by  which  the  Turkish  licet  was  destroyed  by  English  and  French  cruisers, 
England  being  at  the  time  at  peace  vrith  Turkey.  Even  while  Francis  the  Second, 
king  of  the  Two  Sicilies,  wan  endeavoring  to  maintain  his  authority  at  Gaeta,  Eng- 
land recognized  the  annexation  of  Naples  to  the  Kingdom  of  Italy,  having  pre- 
viously expressed,  through  Lord  John  Russell,  their  foreign  secretary,  decided  sympa- 
thy with  the  insurgents.     (2  Phill.  Int.  Law,  31  Jf.) 

•  See  supray  $  55. 
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gress  during  the  revolutionary  war  were  as  fol- 
lows, taking  them  in  order  of  time: 

(1)  Committee  of  secret  correspondence^  consisting  of  IIarrisoii|  Frank- 
lin, Johnson,  Dickinson,  and  Jay. 

(2)  Committee  of  foreign  affairs,  which  in  April,  1777,  succeeded  the 
committee  of  secret  correspondence  in  all  matters  relative  to  our  inter- 
ests abroad.  It  was  a  i)art  of  the  policy  of  Samuel  Adams,  of  Bicbanl 
II.  Lee,  and  of  those  who  agreed  with  them  in  opposition  to  distinct  ex- 
ecutive departments,  tliat  Congress  should  conduct  the  entire  execative 
business  of  the  Government  through  committees  appointed  from  time 
tx}  time  by  itself  and  acting  under  its  direct  instructions.*  But  pecaliar 
dilBculties  attended  this  plan  when  applied  to  foreign  affairs.  The 
committee  of  foreign  affairs  was  changed  from  time  to  time  not  only  by 
action  of  Congress,  but  by  the  shifting  to  and  fro  of  its  members  as  con- 
venience required  or  intrigue  managed ;  and  in  this  way,  in  consequence 
of  divisions  of  opinions  which  will  be  hereafter  noticed,  the  tone  of  the 
letters  sent  abroad  followed  the  varying  opinions  of  those  who  were  on 
the  committee  at  the  time.  Aside  from  this,  a  fluctuating  committee, 
without  permanent  chairman  or  secretary,  could  have  no  fixed  line  of 
public  policy.  This  policy  Congress  undertook  to  determine  from  time 
to  time  by  way  of  resolutions,  hearing  communications  from  foreign 
ministers  and  its  own  envoys  read  to  it,  and  then  resolving  what  should 
be  its  reply,  or,  when  a  policy  had  to  bo  initiated,  resolving  what  that 
policy  should  be.  But  Congress  was  not  always  in  session  ;  and  even 
when  in  session  it  had  not  time  spcciQcally  to  direct  a  correspondence 
so  voluminous  and  intricate  as  that  to  which  our  foreign  affairs  gave 
rise.  Hence  the  great  body  of  this  correspondence  fell  on  the  commit- 
tee of  foreign  affairs,  and  that  committee,  for  the  reasons  above  given, 
was  not  a  suitable  or  adequate  agency  for  the  performance  of  such  a 
work.  The  failure  of  the  system  is  thus  stated  by  Lovell,  one  of  the 
most  strenuous  .supporters  of  the  absorption  of  executive  functions  in 
legislature,  in  a  letter  dated  August  0, 1779,  (see  infra,  under  that  date) 
to  Arthur  Lee :  "  There  is  really  no  such  thing  as  a  committee  of  foreign 
affairs  existing — no  secretary  or  clerk  further  than  I  persevere  to  be 
one  and  the  other.  The  books  and  papers  of  that  extinguished  body 
lay  yet  on  the  table  of  Congress,  or  rather  are  locked  up  in  thesecreta- 

'  Soo  infra,  J  209. 
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ry's  private  box.  Tbere  was  a  motion,  as  I  have  before  told  you,  to  choose 
a  new  committee ;  the  house  would  not  so  fusult  me.  An  indifference 
(sic)  then  took  place  as  to  filling  the  old  one,  upon  presumption,  I  sup 
pose,  that  a  little  leaven  would  leaven  the  whole  lump.  It  would  be 
impossible  that  you  should  have  enemies  in  a  committee  where  was  one 
so  to  arrange  vouchers  of  your  industry,  capacity,  and  honor  as  it  is 
thought  I  am  able  to  do."* 

(3)  President  of  Congress^  who,  when  there  was  no  committee  appointed 
for  the  purpose  and  no  secretary  for  foreign  affairs,  undertook,  under 
the  direction  of  Congress,  its  diplomatic  correspondence. 

(4)  Secretary  for  foreign  affair R.  It  was  determined  early  in  1781 
to  establish  a  department  of  foreign  affairs,  but  it  was  not  until  Octo- 
ber, 1781,  that  Robert  R.  Livingston,  who  had  been  elected  to  the  oflice, 
was  able  to  enter  on  its  duties,  t  His  practice  as  secretary  was  to  send 
out  no  papers  of  importance  without  first  submitting  them  to  Congress, 
and  also  to  submit  to  Congress  all  dispatches  and  communications  from 
abroad  witli  his  drafts  of  replies.  Singularly  able  and  accomplished  as 
Livingston  was,  he  never  was  intrusted  wiih  those  initiativediplomatic 
powers  which  in  England  and  now  under  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  are  confided  to  the  department  having  charge  of  foreign  affairs. 
Congress  continued  to  pass  resolutions  directing  the  policy  foreign 
ministers  were  to  pursue,  though  in  one  critical  case,  that  of  the  in- 
Rtrnctions  to  thepeace  commissioners  to  act  in  concert  with  France,  these 
instructions  were  disobeyed.  Congress  also  held  frequent  interviews 
with  the  minister  of  Fraufjc,  in  which  there  was  what  was  called  a  free 
interchange  of  thought,  ending  in  expressions  by  which  the  Confedera- 
tion was  more  or  less  committed.  The  speeches  and  contemporaneous 
letters  of  members  of  Congress,  therefore,  nre  among  the  best  exi>osi- 
tions  of  the  <iction  of  Congress,  and  are  given  as  such,  when  attninable, 
in  the  following  pages.  J  But  fis  Congress  sat  in  secret,  with  it«  mem- 
bers pledged  to  secrecy,  tlie  information  we  cjin  obtain  from  this  source 
is  limited  to  what  may  be  gathered  from  incidental  references  in  corre- 
spondence and  from  the  fragmentary  notes  of  debates  taken  during  the 
closing  years  of  the  war  by  Madison  and  Thomson. 

The  following  proceedings  give  information  as  to  the  organization  of 
the  Department  of  Foreign  Affairs: 

Report  on  rcgnlatiofmin  the  office  of,  foreign  affairs,  December  15,  1784. 

Tho  commiitoo  to  Tvliom  woh  rcfcrrcti  **  regulations  in  ilic  ofTico  of  foreign  aflfaira'' 
faombly  report: 
That  a  rcsolntion  passed  tlio  5J2cl  February,  ^82,  empowered  tho  secretory  for  for 


•  See  infrttf  to  same  effect,  LovcU  to  Lee,  June  3, 1771),  and  rco,  as  to  committee  gov- 
ernment, infrttf  $  200. 

tSoe  infra  $  180,^;  index,  title  Livingston. 

t  The  immense  amount  of  lalior  thrown  on  Livincjston  as  secretary  is  shown  by  the 
fact  that  he  bad  but  two  under  sccrotaries,  and  that  Ave  copies  were  made  of  all  the 
papers  that  went  out.    (Livingston  to  Congress,  Jan.  2,'>,  Feb.  23,  1782.) 
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eign  affairs  to  appoint  an  under  seoretary  and  ono  or  more  clerks,  tbal  ia  ilia  oploion 
of  yoar  committee  this  power  implies  a  right  to  remove <them,  or  either  of  thaoiy  at 
his  discretion. 

That  yonr  committee  conceive  this  riglit  to  appoint  and  remove  the  under  seere* 
taries  and  clerks  that  ho  may  find  it  necessary  to  employ  has  not  been  revoked  by 
any  subsequent  act  of  Congress,  and  that  it  was  in  no  wise  affected  by  the  resolQUoa 
of  the  3d  February  last  for  the  appointment  of  an  under  secretary  to  take  ohsrge  of 
the  papers  of  the  department  until  the  further  orders  of  Congress. 

That  yonr  committee  are  further  of  the  opinion  that  a  reasonable  allowance shoald 
be  made  to  the  gentleman  who  may  preside  over  this  important  department  as  a  com- 
pensation fur  his  services  beyond  what  his  dignified  station  may  require  him  to  ex- 
pend. That  Cougross,  in  distinguishing  between  the  sums  given  as  a  reward  for  his 
services  and  those  intended  for  the  support  of  the  oflice,  will  free  him  from  embar- 
rassments which  he  can  not  but  feel  when  he  is  at  a  loss  to  determine  whether  his 
own  sentiments  on  this  head  conform  to  those  of  Congress. 

Your  committee  therefore  submit  the  following  resolution: 

Resolved  1,  That  the  resolution  of  the  3d  February,  1784,  for  the  appointment  of 
an  under  secretary  in  the  Department  of  Foreign  Affairs  to  take  charge  of  the  papen, 
and  the  appointment  in  consequence  thereof,  continue  in  force  no  longer  than  until  a 
secretary  t-o  the  United  States  for  the  Department  of  Foreign  Affairs  take  the  oaths 
and  enter  upon  the  execution  of  his  office. 

JUaohed  2,  That  one  thousand  dollars  a  year  bo  paid  to  the  secretary  of  the  United 
States  for  the  Department  of  Foreign  Affairs  as  a  compensation  for  his  services  in  that 
department  beyond  the  salary  of  400  dollars  settled  on  him  by  the  resolution  of  the  9^ 
February,  1782,  which  Congress  conceives  it  may  be  necessary  for  him  to  expend  in 
support  and  maintenance  of  his  ofiico. 


Sept.  7,  1786. 

Resolvedf  That  wliouovcr  it  shall  appear  to  the  secretary  of  the  United  States  of 
America  for  the  Department  of  Foreign  Affairs  that  tlioir  safety  or  interest  roqniro  the 
inspection  of  any  letters  in  any  of  the  post-officos,  ho  bo  aiitliorizcd  and  empowered 
to  inspect  the  said  letters.  Excepting  from  the  operation  of  this  resolution,  which 
is  to  continue  for  the  term  of  twelve  months,  all  lottors  franked  by  or  addreesod  to 
members  of  Congress. 


August  14,  1788. 

The  committee  appmntod  to  inquire  fully  into  the  proceedings  of  the  Department 
of  Foreign  Affairs  report: 

That  two  rooms  are  occupied  by  this  department,  ono  of  which  the  secretary  re- 
servos  for  himself  and  the  reception  of  such  persons  as  may  have  business  with  him, 
and  the  other  for  his  deputy  and  clerks. 

That  the  records  and  papers  belonging  to  the  department  are  kept  in  a  proper 
manner,  and  so  arranged  as  that  recourse  may  be  had  to  any  of  them  without  delay 
or  dilliculty. 

That  tlioy  find  his  method  of  doing  businosR  is  as  follows:  Tlie  daily  transactions 
are  entered  in  a  minute-book  as  thoy  occur,  and  from  thonco  are  neatly  copied  into  a 
Journal  at  seasons  of  leisure.  This  journal  contains  a  noto  of  the  dates,  receipt,  and 
contents  of  all  letters  rocoivcd  aud  written  Iiy  him,  with  roforences  to  the  books  in 
which  they  are  recorded,  of  all  matters  roferix)d  to  liim,  and  the  time  when,  and  of 
his  reports  thereupon,  and  in  general  of  all  the  transactions  in  the  department.  It 
is  very  minute,  and  at  present  occupies  two  folio  volumes. 

His  official  letters  to  tlie  ministers  and  servants  of  Congreas  and  others  abroad 
are  recorded  in  a  book  entitled  Book  of  foreign  letters,  and  such  parts  as  required 
secrecy  are  in  cyphers. 
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His  official  correspoDdonoe  wiib  foreign  luiiiiHtera  here  and  with  the  officers  of 
Congress  and  others  in  the  United  States,  including  the  letters  received  and  written 
by  him,  are  recorded  at  large  in  a  book  entitled  American  letter  book.  They  already 
fill  three  folio  volumes. 

His  reports  to  Congress  are  reconled  in  a  book  entitled  Book  of  reports,  the  third 
▼olnme  of  which  is  now  in  hand.  The  papers  on  which  the  reports  are  made  are 
subjoined  to  the  report,  nnless  in  cases  when,  according  to  the  ordinary  course  of  the 
office,  they  are  recorded  in  other  books.  # 

His  correspoudeuco  and  the  proceedinirs  with  the  Encargado  de  Negocios  of 
Spain  are  recorded  in  a  book  kept  for  that  purpose. 

The  passports  for  vessels  issued  by  the  secretary  under  the  act  of  Congress  of 
12th  February,  1758.  together  with  the  evidence  accompanying  the  several  appltoa- 
tions,  are  recorded  in  a  book  kept  for  that  purpose. 

The  letters  of  credence  and  commissions  of  foreign  ministers,  charg6  des  affaires, 
and  consuls  to  the  United  States  are  recorded  in  a  book  entitled  Book  of  foreign 
commissions. 

There  is  also  a  book  kept  and  regularly  sent  to  the  secretary  of  Congress  to  re- 
ceive such  acts  of  Congress  as  respect  the  department. 

A  book  of  acoonnts  is  kept,  in  which  are  entered  the  contingent  expenses  of  the 
office. 

The  bnsinese  of  the  office  is  done  by  his  deputy  and  two  clerks,  and  whatever 
time  can  be  spared  from  the  ordinary  and  daily  business  is  employed  in  recording  the 
letters  received  from  the  American  ministers  abroad.  In  this  work  consi.lerable 
progress  has  been  made.  We  find  already  recorded  one  volume,  containing  the  let- 
ters of  Mr.  Dana  during  his  mission  to  Russia,  commencing  18th  February,  1780,  and 
ending  i7th  December,  1783;  of  Mr.  II.  Lanrens,  commencing  2'lth  Jannary,  1780,  and 
ending  30th  April,  1784 ;  and  of  Mr.  John  Lanrens  during  his  special  mission  to  Ver- 
sailles, commencing  3d  Jannary,  1781,  and  ending  Gth  Scptemi>er  following.  Five 
volumes,  containing  the  letters  from  Mr.  Adams,  commencing  2:{d  December,  1777,  and 
brought  up  to  lUth  April,  1787 ;  the  sixth  volume  is  now  in  hand.  Two  volumes,  con- 
taining the  letters  from  Mr.  Jay,  commencing  the  20th  Dccomber,  1779,  and  ending 
25th  July,  1784.  The  letters  from  Mr.  Deane,  commencing  the  17th  September.  177G, 
and  ending  17  March,  1782,  are  recorded,  and  those  from  Mr.  Arthur  Lee.  commencing 
13tli  February,  177G,  and  brought  up  to  15th  February,  1778,  are  now  in  hand. 

Those  from  Dr.  Franklin,  Mr.  JeflferRoii,  the  first  Joint  connnissionors,  the  joint 
commissioners  for  negotiating  a  treaty  of  peace,  and  those  for  negotiating  treaties  of 
commerce,  Mr.  William  Leo,  Mr.  Dumas,  and  otliors,  are  nuniorous,  and  are  yet  to  bo 
reconled. 

The  letter-book  of  the  late  committee  for  foreign  afTairn,  composed  of  sheets 
stitched  together  and  much  torn,  has  been  fairly  copied  in  a  bound  book  and 
indexed. 

Tlie  books  used  for  the  records  are  of  demy  paper,  and  each  volume  conf-ains  from 
5  to  6  quires  of  paper,  being  all  of  a  size,  except  the  two  volumes  of  the  secretary's 
reports,  which  are  somewhat  less. 

There  is  an  index  to  tlie  paper  cases  and  to  the  boxes  in  each  case  and  to  the  pa- 
pers in  each  box.  In  those  cases  and  boxes  are  filed  the  original  letters  and  papers 
belonging  to  the  office. 

The  office  is  constantly  open  from  9  in  the  morning  to  6  o'clock  in  the  evening, 
and  either  his  deputy  or  one  of  the  clerks  remains  in  tlie  olTice  while  the  others  are 
absent  to  dinner. 

By  inspoction  of  the  book  of  foreign  letters  yonr  coiniiiilteo  find  that  several 
timely  efforts  have  been  made  to  furnish  Mr.  Cnrmichael  with  a  cypher,  the  last  of 
which  they  have  reason  to  hope  is  successful.  And  upon  the  whole  they  find  neatness, 
method,  and  perspicuity  throughout  the  department. 
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From  congressional  vftciiiii-      §  104.  The  v«ncillatiDg  foreign  policy  of  Congress 

added  not  a  little  to  tbe  dilBcalties  of  its  leRatioos 
abroad.  It  is  eltsewliere  observed  tbat  Congress  was  divided  in  diplo* 
matic,  as  well  as  in  militar}'  and  financial,  matters  into  two  distinct 
scboois,  the  doctrinaire  entbusiasts,  sncb  as  Samnel  and  Jobn  Adams  and 
Ricbard  H.  Ix^e,  wbo  believed  tbat  ideas,  if  pressed  wi tb  nntatored  force, 
wonld  trinmpli  over  all  arti  Acial  barriers,  and  tbe  scbool  wbicb  held  that 
in  diplomacy,  as  well  as  in  war  and  finance,  all  tbe  rightful  expedients 
wbicli  experience  proved  to  be  eflicient  should  be  made  use  of.  By 
the  first  scbool  it  was  iosisted,  as  wo  will  sec,  that  envoys  should  be 
sent  to  demand  succor  from  every  European  country,  and  it  was  pre- 
dicted tbat  if  they  spoke  with  sufficient  resoluteness  succor  would  be 
given.  By  tbe  second,  following  in  this  respect  the  conclusions  reached 
by  modern  diplomacy,  it  w<as  held  that  no  envoy  should  be  sent  to  a 
court  which  bad  not  previously  intimated  that  such  an  envoy  would  be 
received,  and  it  was  predicted  tbat  envoys  sent  without  this  previous 
courtesy  would  meet  with  humiliating  rebuflfs. 

It  was  unfortunate  for  us  that  a  m«njority  of  Congress,  influenced  not 
only  by  tbe  zealous  appeals  of  the  advocates  of  the  first  view,  bat  by 
tbe  letters  of  Arthur  and  William  Lee,  stating  tbat  they  were  informed 
by  reliable  authority  (bat  Spain,  Holland,  Prussia,  Russia,  Germany, 
Tuscany,  and  Sweden  were  anxious  to  receive  American  ministerSi  de- 
termined that  such  ministers  should  bo  sent.  Tbeir  adventures,  when 
attempting  tliese  missions,  have  been  already  incidentally  noticed 
and  will  be  hereafter  more  fully  specified.  It  is  enough  hero  to  say 
tbat  tbe  advocates  of  the  policy  which  sent  them  looked  upon  Franklin, 
whom  they  regarded  as  tbe  chief  antagonist  of  that  policy,  with  pecul- 
iar dislike.  According  to  Ricbard  II.  Lee  be  was  a  "  wicked  old  man," 
who  would  hesitate  at  no  new  crimes  by  which  histoid  crimen  conld  be 
covered  up;  and  be  was  regarded  by  Samuel  and  Jobn  Adams  if  not 
indeed  as  actually  wicked,  as  an  indolent  philosopher,  who,  from  bis  love 
of  aimless  intrigue  and  bis  dislike  to  bold  push,  would  deprive  his 
country  of  advantages  wliicb  a  courageous  front  would  procure.* 

Tbe  fiuctuating  policy  of  (congress  as  to  foreign  afiairs  is  illustrated 
by  the  divisions  in  the  committee  to  whom  these  afl'airs  were  intrusted 
and  tbe  changes  in  tbe  tone  of  our  diplomatic  correspondence  as  one  or 
the  other  of  these  parties  was  in  its  turn  in  the  <ascendant.  When  the 
committee  was  first  constituted  it  contained,  under  the  title  of  the 
"  secret  committee,"  tbe  names  of  Franklin,  Jay,  Harrison,  and  Morris ; 
to  the  first  two  of  whom  Artliur  Lee  objected  as  unfriendly  to  himself, 
while  Harrison  and  Morris  were  known  to  be  devoted  friends  of  both 
Wasbington  and  Franklin.  But  Franklin  and  Jay  went  abrotod,  Morris 
after  a  while  transferred  his  attention  to  tbe  finance  department,  and  fre- 
quently we  find  important  instructions  signed  only  by  Richard  II.  Lee 
and  Lovell,  Lovell  being  a  devoted  friend  of  tbe  Lees  and  of  Samuel 

•  Sco  infra,  $  12C,  149. 
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Adams.  It  was  duiiDg  periods  when  this  committee  was  thus  cou  trolled 
that  iustructious  issued  withdrawiug,  as  far  as  could  bo  decently  done, 
the  control  of  our  foreipi  relations  abroad  from  Franklin,  and  placing 
it  in  the  hands  of  those  singular  functionaries,  our  envoys  without  res- 
idences, whose  very  existence  was  ignored  by  the  courts  to  M'hich  they 
were  commissioned.  It  is  true  that  when  Morris,  or  Witherspoon,  or 
Harrison,  was  in  the  ascendant  on  the  committee,  Franklin  was  treated 
as  from  the  nature  of  things  at  the  head  of  our  diplomatic  system ;  and 
it  is  true,  also,  that  during  the  masterly  administration  of  Livingston 
this  view  was  taken,  and  Congress  was  advised  to  recall  the  envoys,  who 
were  not  and  would  not  be  received  as  such  in  the  courts  to  which 
they  were  sent.  Still  the  contradictory  character  of  the  instructions 
i*eceived  by  our  foreign  ministers  during  the  Ilevolution  forced  them  at 
least  in  some  cases  to  select  their  own  line  of  action. 

Our  foreign  relations,  then,  labored,  in  the  ilrst  place,  under  thedifH- 
culty  arising  from  the  alternations  of  ascendancy  between  the  school 
which  on  the  one  side  desired  to  establish  a  diplomatic  system  as 
known  by  the  law  of  nations,  and  which  advocated  a  central  diplomatic 
executive,  selecting  Franklin  as  the  proper  foreign  representative  of 
this  executive,  and  the  school  on  the  other  side  which  sought  to  do 
away  with  such  executive,  sending  out  a  series  of  delegated  rei>resenta- 
tives,  keeping  cacli  under  congressional  control,  under  immediate  con- 
gressionsil  impulse.  But  there  were  also,  in  the  second  place,  radical 
changes  of  congressional  policy  on  matters  of  supreme  importance,  as 
to  which  Congress,  from  the  impossibility  of  its  obtaining  prompt  in- 
formation, was  not  competent  to  act.  rromlncnt  among  these  were 
the  questions  relative  to  the  Mississippi  valley  and  to  tbe  lisheries, 
the  tiction  of  Congress  as  to  which  will  be  detailed  in  the  following 
pages.* 

Ffom  dinicuHy  of  oopau         §  105.  Bvcii  uudcr  tlic  bcsl  circumstanccs  letters 

corrosiM>iincnco,  and  its  ^ 

jn^»^p"ug  aud  falsi-     then  avcragcd  two  niontbs  in  their  passage  from 

Philadelphia  to  Paris.  When,  however,  the  British 
blockade  became  more  thorough,  only  a  fniction,  sometimes  but  small, 
of  the  letters  sent  reached  their  destination. 

"When  Cougro88  hod  as  mauy  us  iwclvo  paid  ageuts  on  that  coutiueut  (Europe), 
nil  of  whom  wroto  by  every  opportunity,  and  some  of  whuiu  were  authorized  to  luake 
opportunities,  and  actually  did  attoni])t  to  start  a  packet  once  a  month,  there  was 
once  a  period  of  eleven  months  during  which  Congress  hud  not  a  lino  from  one  of 
them.''    (2  Partou's  Franklin,  151.) 


*Suo  index,  titles  Mississippi,  Fisheries,  Franklin,  Jny,  Congress.  As  todetenui- 
nation  of  Congress,  see  stijtra  $  8.  The  great  poverty  of  the  country  was  one  of  the 
causes  which  limited  attendance  of  members  whose  income  was  cut  off  by  the  war. 

The  Articles  of  Confederation  provided  that  no  delegate  to  Congress  should  hold  a 
seat  more  than  three  years  out  of  six.  The  execution  of  this  provision,  however, 
was  considered  optional  in  the  States,  and  Massac husetts,  in  particular,  returned 
Samael  Adams  and  LovoU,  regardless  of  this  restriction,  during  almost  the  entire  war, 
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So  great  was  tbo  diOlculty  in  corrospondcnco  that  four  copieB  were 
made  of  every  official  docuineut  set  fortli,  and  on  each  was  the  warning 
written  '^  to  be  sunk  in  case  of  danger  from  enemy." 

Even  when  letters  from  America  reached  a  European  post-offioe  they 
were  opened,  and  if  it  were  judged  politic,  detained.  Hence  it  was 
that  it  was  thought  necessary  to  intrust  very  important  papers  to  spe- 
cial agents.  * 

"Thcso  iiuportaut  dispatcbes  (the  first  issucxl  by  tbe  coinmittoo  of  secret  oone- 
Bpondoiioo)  were  not  intrustod  to  any  of  tbo  ordinary  modes  of  conyeyance.  A  special 
ni088oii|;or  was  omployod,  Mr.  Tlioiiias  Story,  who  w.is  ordered  to  visit  LfOndon,  Uol- 
land,  and  Paris,  deliver  to  Mr.  Leo  and  Mr.  Duoias  tbeir  letters,  and  receive  their 
replies,  forward  tbe  Spnuisli  dispabcli,  confer  with  certain  friends  of  Dr.  Franklin  in 
Paris,  and  rctnru  to  America  with  all  speed.  Soon  after  tlie  departure  of  Mr.  Story 
a  M.  Penet  left  Philadelphia  for  France,  carrying  with  him  from  the  committee  a 
large  contract  for  supplying  arms,  ammunition,  and  clothing  for  tbe  American  army. 
M.  Ponot  was  a  merchant  of  Nantes,  in  France,  a  man  zealous  to  serve  the  Colonies, 
but  not  of  great  capital  or  great  conuoctious.  To  him  also  Dr.  Franklin  intrnsted 
letters  to  his  friends  in  France,  particularly  to  Dr.  Dubonrg,  of  Paris,  the  translator 
of  bis  works,  his  fond  and  enthusiastic  disciple."    (2  Parton's  Franklin,  113.) 

Of  the  French  dispatches  from  Philadel])hia  to  Paris  sometimes  as  many  as  seven 
were  sent  by  distinct  conveyances,  never  less  than  four.  To  the  ciphers  in  these  dis- 
patches tbe  British  Government  had  at  least  a  partial  clew. 

As  will  be  hereafter  seen,  t  an  eflbrt  was  made  by  Deane,  and  with 
comparative  success,  to  evade  scrutiny  by  writing  his  diplomatic  dis- 
patches between  the  lines  of  illusory  business  notes  in  invisible  ink, 
which  Jay,  then  on  the  home  committee  of  correspondence,  wi\s  enabled 
to  bring  out  by  an  acid  in  his  possession. 

When  captured,  letters  which  were  secured  by  the  enemy  were  as  a 
matter  of  course  reported  at  once  to  the  foreign  oflice  at  London,  so  that, 
iis  more  than  half  of  our  correspondence  met  this  dcstioy,  the  enemy 
wa«  informed  of  the  plans  of  Congress  at  least  as  freely  as  were  the 
uiinisters  of  Congress  abroad.  It  is  true  that  some  of  these  letters  were 
in  cipher.  But  the  keys  to  most  of  our  ciphers  seem  to  have  been  i)08- 
sessed  by  the  British  foreign  office,  and  even  when  this  was  not  the 
case,  an  expert  might  at  least  make  such  a  guess  at  a  cipher  as  to  in- 
vest it  with  dangerous  effects.  IIow  artfully  and  mischievously  this 
could  bo  done  is  illustrated  in  the  instance  of  the  famous  Marbois  letter, 
elsewhere  discussed  at  large,  |  in  which  an  alleged  letter  from  Marbois 
to  Vcrgennes§  was  "deciphered"  in  such  a  way  by  the  British  author- 
ities in  whose  hands  it  fell  as  to  make  out  of  it  a  paper  which,  though 


*  Doniol  states  that  of  four  or  five  copies  of  dispatches  sent  by  Qerard  to  Vergennes 
often  only  one  reached  Versailles.    (3  Doniol,  295.) 

t  Infra^  5  155 ;  1  Jay^s  Life,  05. 

X  Supraf  i  85 ;  infra,  Marbois  to  Vergennes,  Mar.  13,  1782,  with  note  thereto. 

$  See  this  letter  infraf  under  date  of  Mar.  13,  1782,  with  notes  thereto.  The  steal- 
ing at  Berlin  of  Arthur  Leo's  papers  by  the  British  minister  is  another  illustration  of 
the  same  unscrupulousncss.  See  infraf  Arthur  Jjce  to  commissioners^  Jane  28,  1777, 
See  introdaotion,  ^$  144,  193,  and  under  title  of  Forgery. 
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sabsequooUy  disavowed,  as  translated,  by  Marbois,  yet  at  the  time  pro- 
duced iu  the  mind  of  Jay,  to  whom  it  was  handed  by  Fitzlierbert,  a 
British  envoy,  under  pledge  of  secrecy,  the  impression  that  France  was 
untrae  to  her  pledges  of  fidelity  to  the  United  States.  The  same  may 
be  said  of  certain  ^*  deciphered"  letters  of  Washington  claimed  to  have 
been  intercepted  by  the  British  and  published  as  originals.  Much  in 
them  was  admitted  by  Washington  to  be  true.  Yet  by  a  few  changes 
they  were  given  a  meaning  not  only  essentially  false,  but  which,  had 
they  been  genuine  as  published,  would  have  seriously  injured  the  revo- 
lutionary cause. 

But  supposing  letters  from  America  reached  France  or  Spain,  or  The 
Netherlands,  or  Russia^  as  the  case  might  be,  their  destiny  was  still 
uncertain.  In  France  they  were  in  friendly  hands,  so  far  as  concerned 
the  post;  and  if  they  were  opened  their  contents  were  not  used  so  as 
to  prejudice  the  common  cause.  But  it  was  otherwise  with  Spain.  No 
letters  reached  Jay  by  Spanish  post,  so  he  tells  us,  which  did  not  bear 
marks  of  having  been  opened ;  aud  those  he  received  he  supposed  to 
form  but  a  fraction  of  those  kept  back. 

Fromundnonitiuipiicationof       §  iQc.  It  has  already  been  shown  that  the  pol- 

icy  of  sending  ministers  to  European  courts 
where  such  ministers  were  not  received  worked  injuriously  to  the  United 
States  from  tlie  mere  fact  of  their  non-reception.  Another  difficulty 
arose  from  the  circumstance  that  several  of  these  ministers  took  up 
their  residence  in  Paris,  and,  without  specific  authority,  considered  it 
their  duty  to  take  part  in  the  counsels  of  the  American  legation.  Thus 
llalph  Izard,  commissioned  to  Tuscany,  never  went  there,  but  remained 
in  Paris,  claimin;^  a  right  to  be  informed  of  all  the  details  of  the  nego- 
tiations with  France,  and  occupying  no  small  share  of  the  time  and 
care  of  Franklin  with  discussions  of  this  claim,  which  Franklin  could 
not  accede  to,  but  on  which  Izard  continued  to  insist.*  When  the 
triple  legation  of  Franklin,  Deane,  aud  Arthur  Lee  (aud  afterwards 
Franklin,  Arthur  Lee,  aud  Adsvms),  was  commissioned,  it  was  under- 
stood that  its  members  were  to  divide,  so  that  one  (Franklin)  should 
remain  in  Paris,  while  the  others  should  take  charge  of  the  missions  to 
other  capitals.  But  Arthur  Lee,  when  he  found  that  he  could  not  be 
received  in  Madrid,  or  in  Vienna,  or  in  Berlin,  made  but  brief  excursions 
to  Spain,  to  Austria,  and  to  Berlin,  reporting  himself  after  each  short 
trip  promptly  at  Paris,  there  to  differ  from  Franklin  not  only  as  to  im- 
portant business  details,  but  as  to  the  whole  policy  of  the  mission. 
When  Adams  was  in  Paris,  during  their  joint  mission,  he  concurred 
with  Arthur  Lee  in  what  turned  out  to  be  the  disastrous  measure  of 
removing  Williams  as  commercial  agent  and  putting  in  his  place  William 
JiCe,  with  a  nephew  of  William  and  Arthur  Lee  as  clerk  ;t  while  on  the 

*See  index,  titles  Franklin,  Izard,  f  See  infra,  f  $  153,  17G,  186. 
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wliolo  quostiou  of  80iidiiig  logatious  to  foreign  courts  which  had  not 
couBOuted  to  receive  them,  aud  in  the  still  more  important  question  of 
the  attitude  to  be  assumed  by  the  commissioners  to  the  French  oourti 
Adams  agreed  with  Lee.  To  these  differences  are  to  be  ascribod  the, 
<<  dissensions"  between  the  ministers  at  Paris  in  1773-'79,  which  will  be. 
hereafter  discussed.*  It  is  due  to  Adams  to  say  that  he  saw  the  inherent 
dillicuities  of  permanent  missions  conducted  by  three  joint  commission- 
ers; tbat  he  recommended  that  there  should  be  but  one  permanent 
minister  to  France;  and  that  he  recognized  Franklin's  great  influence 
with  the  French  ministry  as  a  strong  reason  for  his  retention  though 
without  colleagues. 

But  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  down  to  the  period  when  Fniuklin 
became  sole  minister,  the  American  cause  in  Europe  was  much  embar- 
rassed by  the  fact  that  he  had  colleagues  associated  with  him.  Had  it 
not  been  for  Deane  the  complications  with  the  numerous  oflicers  commis- 
sioned by  him  would  not  have  arisen,  nor  would  the  transactions  with 
Beaumarchais  have  been  enveloped  in  a  mist  which  it  is  even  now  imi>os- 
sible  fully  to  dissolve,  llad  it  not  been  for  Adams  and  Arthur  Lee  our 
relations  with  France  would  not  have  been  imperiled,  nor  would  the 
missions  to  Berlin,  Vienna,  Florence,  Madrid,  and  St.  Petersburg  have 
been  attempted  until  a  reception  wiis  assured.  Moreover,  the  mere  pres- 
ence together  in  Paris  of  commissioners  whose  views  of  policy  so  widely 
diverged  was  calculated  by  itself  to  throw  great  discredit  on  American 
interests  in  Europe.  And  this  discredit  was  not  diminished  by  the  in- 
delicate importunity  of  the  api)cals  for  recognition  aud  loans  miule  by 
these  envoys  to  the  states  to  which  they  were  specially  commissioned. 

Jeiferson  took  tbe  position  tbat  ^^  the  Americans  ought  never  to  solicit 
any  privileges  from  foreign  nations,  in  order  not  to  be  obliged  to  grant 
similar  iirivileges  themselves;"  and  it  was  partly  on  tbis  ground  that 
he  objected  to  tbe  sending  envoys  to  courts  to  which  they  were  not  in- 
vited.   This  De  Tocqueville  (2,  208)  calls  plain  and  just. 

From  extraoeoua  burdous.  5  107.  It  was  ou  thc  Icgatiou  at  Paris  that  grad- 
ually fell  the  burden  not  only  of  providing  in  a 
large  measure  funds  for  the  continuance  of  the  war,  but  of  determining 
the  innumerable  questions  that  arose  i\s  to  treatment  and  exchange  of 
prisoners  in  Europe;  as  to  the  superintendenge  and  direction  of  tbe 
numerous  American  privateers  which  made  European  ports  the  base  of 
their  operations ;  as  to  the  prizes  brought  in  by  such  privateers  and 
their  distribution  ;  as  to  the  selection  and  forwarding  of  supplies.  These 
duties  are  hereafter  more  particularly  described.t 

^m"^  wiStles  JK^^^^^^  §  ^^^'  ^^  ^^8^  ^^^  salaries  of 'the  commissioners 

were  not  fixed  at  a  si)ecific  rate,  Congress  re- 
solving "  that  they  should  live  in  such  a  style  aud  manner  as  they  might 

•Infra,  J$  l^U,  149.  t  Infra,  J  118. 
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find  siiitablo  aud  uecessary  to  support  the  diguity  of  their  public  char- 
acter," aud  that ''  besides  the  actual  eziieuses  of  the  coiuuiissiouers  a 
liaiidsowe  allowance  should  be  made  to  eiich  of  them  as  a  compensation 
for  tfieir  timej  trouble^  risk^  and  servicesJ"  It  was  under  this  last  clause 
that  arose  the  questiou  as  to  Izard's  salary  wheu  unemployed  in  Paris, 
(he  being  there  wheu  his  commissiou  came  aud  never  having  visited 
Tuscany,  to  which  he  was  accredited,)  and  also,  supposing  a  salary  to 
be  due  him,  whether  it  was  to  be  enlarged  so  as  to  cover  the  expenses 
of  educating  his  family.  These  points,  as  lias  been  seen,  were  answered 
by  Franklin  in  the  negative  and  by  Adams  and  Lee  in  the  affirmative. 
In  October,  1771),  Congress,  advised  of  the  difficulties  arising  under  this 
system,  fixed  the  salary  of  a  minister  at  £2,500  sterling  ($11,111),  and 
that  of  a  secretary  of  the  legation  at  £1,000  ($4,444).  In  May,  1784,  the 
salary  of  ministers  was  placed  at  $9,000,  and  that  of  secretaries  at  $3,000. 
On  the  old  quantum  meruit  standard  the  average  expenses  of  the  com  mis- 
sioners,  taking  them  individually,  was  about  £3,000sterling(or$I3,333).* 
In  one  respect  the  appropriation  of  Congress  for  its  foreign  legations  was 
lavish.  Salaries  were  given  to  Izard,  though  he  never  even  visited  the 
country  to  which  he  was  accredited;  t  to  Dana,  though  when  he  got  to  St 
Petersburg  he  was  refused  any  kind  of  recognition  ;|  to  the  Lees,  though 
wherever  they  went  they  prejudiced  the  American  cause  by  the  indis- 
cretion and  indelicacy  with  which  they  insisted  on  a  recognition  which 
met  with  refusals  which  each  new  application  made  more  curt  and  harsh; 
to  William  Lee  in  particular,  who  was  not  received  by  any  court  to 
which  be  presented  himself.  §  To  these  legations  secretaries  were  as- 
signed. Even  to  that  extraordinary  person  Stephen  Sayre,  who  appeared 
as  secretary  to  Arthur  Lee  at  Berlin  at  the  time  of  the  theft  of  the 
legation  papers,  a  salary  was  afterwards  voted  by  Congress  as  properly 
due.||  The  way  the  salaries  of  our  legations  were  collected  added 
not  a  little  to  their  questionable  character.  Ko  funds,  after  the  block- 
ade stopped  the  forwarding  to  France  of  American  produce,  were 
received  from  America  to  pay  the^e  salaries,  and  hence  they  were  paid 
almost  exclusively  out  of  funds  niised  in  France;  and  Yergeunes,  who 
was  strongly  opposed  to  the  sendingof  ministers  to  courts  who  would  not 
assent  to  their  reception,  naturally  objected  to  the  money  furnished  by 
France  being  wsisted  in  wh.at  he  considered  to  be  excursions  detrimental 
not  merely  to  the  United  States  but  to  the  allied  cause.  And  then,  in 
iiddition  to  this,  Franklin,  on  whom  the  whole  burden  of  the  European 
negotiations  fell,^  was  left  practically  without  help.  His  colleagues, 
when  he  had  colleagues,  were  certainly  not  assistants.  Even  when  he 
was  sole  minister  his  only  secretary  was  his  grandson,  a  minor,  whose 
only  use  was  that  of  a  copyist  and  in  some  subsidiary  degree  of  an. 
accountant.  And  in  addition  to  this  deficiency  of  assistiince  in  tlie 
legation,  is  to  be  considered  the  want  of  funds  for  secret  service.    Of 

•  8eo  index,  titles  Salaries,  Expouscs.     t  Infra^  $  IC9.     ||  Scot/i/ra,  $  194. 

t  Infra,  ^  178.  $  Infra,  J  177.    «I  Infra,  ^  118,  119,  12G. 
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such  fuuds  Fraukliu  was  destitute,  wbile  so  lavish  had  been  the  enemy's 
appropriations  in  this  line,  that  whenever  an  alleged  friend  of  the  Ameri- 
can  cause,  hovering  about  Paris  was  found  to  be  open  to  bribes,  these 
bribes  found  him  out,  while,  as  wo  learn  from  the  Stormont  papers, 
Franklin  was  himself  watched  at  every  step  by  British  spies.  It  was 
from  the  secret  fund  systeui  of  France  that  were  paid  such  servioos  of 
this  class  as  were  rendered  to  the  allies. 

^"i^^r^^rowlK**  ou"       5  ^^^'  '^  *^®  treaty  of  alliance  of  February  6, 1778, 
of  inatntotfoni  to  con-    bctweeu  Fraucc  aud  the  United  States  provided 

■ult  nor. 

(Art  I)  that  <Mf  war  should  break  out  between 
France  and  Great  Britain  during  the  continuance  of  the  present  war 
between  the  United  States  and  England,  his  majesty  and  the  said  United 
States  shall  make  it  a  common  cause,  and  aid  each  other  mutually  with 
their  good  offices,  their  counsels,  and  their  forces,  according  to  the  exi- 
gence of  conjunctures,  as  becomes  good  and  faithful  allies."  ' 

By  the  eighth  article  it  was  provided  that  ^'  neither  of  the  two  parlies 
shall  conclude  either  truce  or  peace  with  Great  Britain  without  the 
formal  consent  of  the  other  first  obtained;  and  they  mutually  engage 
not  to  lay  down  their  arms  until  the  independence  of  the  United  States 
shall  have  been  formally  or  tacitly  assure-d  by  the  treaty  or  treaties, 
that  shall  terminate  the  war."  « 

On  June  15, 1781,  Congress,  through  Huntington,  its  president,  sent 
the  following  instructions  to  Messrs.  Adams,  Franklin,  Jay,  Laurens, 
and  Jefferson,  ministers  plenipotentiary  in  behalf  of  the  United  States 
to  negotiate  a  treaty  of  peace: 

"You  nro  tlioroforo  at  liberty  to  secnro  the  intorost  of  tlio  United  States  in  sack  a 
manner  as  circumstances  may  diroot,  aud  as  the  state  of  the  belligerent  and  the  dis- 
position of  the  mediating  powers  may  require.  For  this  purpose  you  are  to  make  (ke 
moat  candid  and  confidential  communication$  upon  all  Buhjccta  to  the  ministerB  of  our  geur 
erou8  ally  the  king  of  France;  to  undertake  nothing  in  the  negotiations  for  jfeace  or  trnce 
withont  their  knowledge  or  concurrencCf  and  ultimately  to  govern  yourselves  by  their 
a<lvice  aud  opinion,  endeavoring  in  your  whole  conduct  to  render  them  sensible  bow 
much  we  rely  upon  his  majesty's  influence  for  efTcctual  aid  in  everything  that  may 
be  necessary  to  the  peace,  security,  and  future  prosperity  of  the  United  States  of 
America." 

On  May  31, 1782,  Congress  resolved — 

"  That  the  secretary  for  foreign  affairs  acquaint  the  minister  plenipotentiary  of 
Franco  that  the  signal  proof  of  inviolable  constancy  to  his  eugngements  given  by  his 
most  christian  majesty  in  the  answer  to  the  attempts  of  the  British  court  to  seduce 
him  into  a  separate  peace  has  been  received  by  Congress  with  the  sentiments  with 
which  it  ought  naturally  to  inspire  faithful  aud  affectionate  allies,  and  entirely  cor- 
responds with  the  expectations  which  the  magnanimity  and  good  faith  of  his  past 
conduct  had  established.  That  Congress  embrace  with  particular  satisfaction  this 
occasion  of  renewing  to  his  most  christian  majesty  the  assurances  which  they  have 
so  often  and  so  sincerely  repeated,  of  a  recijirocal  and  equal  resolution  to  adhere,  in 
every  event,  to  the  principles  of  the  alliance,  and  to  hearken  to  no  propositions  of 
peace  which  are  not  perfectly  conformable  thereto. 

'That  (he  insidious  steps  which  the  court  of  Loudon  is  pursuing  render  it  improb- 
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ablo  that  any  propoeitions  conforinablo  to  thone  principles  will  be  made  to  the  United 
States;  but  that  in  case  such  propositions  should  be  mndo,  Couj^ress  will  not  depart 
from  the  measures  which  thoy  have  heretofore  taken  for  preventing  dela}'  and  for 
coudncting  the  discussions  of  them  in  confidence  and  in  concert  with  his  most  chris- 
tian majesty;  and  that  as  Congress  observe  with  the  wannest  approbation  the  pnr- 
1H>80  of  his  most  christian  majesty  to  oppose  to  the  false  appearances  of  peace  hold 
out  by  Great  Britain  those  redoubled  eflbrts  which  may  render  lior  sincerely  disposed 
to  it,  so  his  majesty  may  be  persuaded  that  they  are  no  less  ituprcsso4l  with  the  neces- 
sity of  such  concurrent  exertions  on  the  part  of  tho  United  States  as  may  frustrate 
the  views  of  tho  common  enemy  in  the  now  systom  which  their  policy  seems  to  have 
adopted  on  this  continent/' 

Oil  August  8, 1782,  tv  motion  was  made  to  rccousidcr  this  vote,  but 
without  success. 

On  October  4, 1782,  Congress  resolved  unanimously  '*  that  they  will 
not  enter  into  any  discussion  of  overtures  of  paciQcation  but  in  confi- 
dence and  in  concert  with  his  most  christian  majesty,''  and,  to  adopt  the 
statement  of  Secretary  Livingston  to  Congress  on  March  18,  1783,  '^  di- 
rected that  a  copy  of  the  above  resolution  be  sent  to  all  the  ministers 
of  the  United  States  in  Europe  and  published  to  the  world." 

That  these  were  the  views  of  liichurd  H.  Lee  down  to  the  period  of 
Arthur  Lee's  quarrel  with  France  a^)pears  from  the  following  passage 
from  a  letter  to  Arthur  Lee  of  February  11,  1779 : 

"  As  for  the  noise  made  ahont  its  hoing  said  that  the  United  States  might  make 
treaty  with  England  witli*  tho  consent  of  their  Ally  if  war  wns  not  declared—  I  do 
not  believe  that  anyone  Man  of  sense,  or  member  ever  said  or  thought  nny  thinic  lil&e 
it.  ^ris  mere  pretense.  For  myself  I  know  that  I  would  sooner  cciiso  to  live  than  I 
would  agree  in  any  manner  or  for  any  pretext  to  desert  our  Ally  fur  whom  1  feci  in- 
finite gratitude  and  reverence.  You  know  perfectly  well  liow  long  and  how  ardently 
uiy  Soul  has  pnuted  after  this  connection  with  Franco.  Perhaps  there  was  not  an- 
other man  in  America  so  enthusiastically  strenuous  for  tlio  measure  as  myself.  In- 
deed as  Shandy  says  it  was  my  Iloppy  Horse.  And  now  a  pack  of  rascals  would 
insinuate  (for  their  private  purposes)  that  I  would  injure  tho  nu):iHure  I  have  been  so 
uniformly  and  so  warmly  promoting."     (Leo  MSS.,  Harvard  College.)    . 

The  efforts  of  the  British  ministry  to  break  up  the  alliance  between 
France  and  the  United  States  are  shown  by  notes  of  George  III  in  his 
correspondence  with  the  United  States;  by  the  attempt  to  bribe  Em- 
press Catharine  to  induce  Franco  to  abandon  tho  American  cause;  *  by 
Deane's  "intercepted  letters,"  as  well  as  by  j)crsonal  appeal  to  each 
party  separately,  t 

Conflict  between  comiiiia.        §  ij[().  It  was  maintained  by  Franklin  that  both 

flioneni  st   PiiriM  a«  to  ^  *^ 

tLoso  instruvtiuua.  policy  nuiX  hoiior  rcqiiirod  a  frank  and  friendly  dis- 

charge of  those  instructions  so  as  not  merely  to 
show  full  confidence  in  France,  but  in  all  matters  of  common  interest 
to  act  on  the  common  policy  agreed  on  with  Vergennes.  Thus  on  the 
critical  question  of  sendiug  ministers  to  foreign  courts  Franklin  not 
only  consulted  Vergennes,  but  maintained  that  Vergennes'  advice  not 


•  See  Bupraj  $$7,  30.  t  In/raj  $  29. 
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to  send  autil  somethiDg;  like  a  roceptiou  shoald  be  assured  ought  to  be 
followed.  *  But  Arthur  Lee  aud  Adams  not  ouly  disagreed  with  him 
and  overruled  Liui  in  this,  but  took  the  position  that  France  shoald  not 
only  be  viewed  with  distrust,  but  that  she  should  be  made  to  know  that 
she  was  so  viewed,  t  When  the  negotiations  for  peace  came  on,  the 
envoys,  Franklin,  Adams,  aud  Jay,  agreed  that  no  definitive  peace  could 
be  signed  without  France's  assent,  but  Adams  and  Jay  held  that  not 
only  could  negotiations  be  carried  on  with  Britain  of  which  France  was 
to  have  no  notice,  but  that  a  preliminary  peace  could  be  agreed  ou  with- 
out such  notice,  even  though  it  contained  an  article  which  was  by  its 
terms  to  be  kept  secret  from  France.  The  discussion  of  this  question, 
however,  must  be  remanded  to  another  volume,  to  which,  in  regard  to 
time,  it  properly  belongs,  while  the  views  of  Hamilton  and  Madison  as 
to  it  have  been  already  noticed.  |  That  of  Livingston  appears  in  his 
correspondence.  § 

In  3  Magazine  of  American  History,  41-43,  are  two  letters  from  J.  (j. 
Adams  to  William  Jay,  from  which  the  following  passages  are  ex- 
tracted.   The  lirst  is  from  a  letter  under  date  of  August  18, 1832 : 

"  I  prcsiiiilOy  howovor,  ibatyou  bavo  a  copy  oftho  diplomatic  correspondence  recontlj 
])iibU8hcd  by  Coiif^rosH  and  somewbat  iucorroctly  edited  by  Mr.  Sparks;  I  mean  by 
tbe  notes  viiih  wbich  it  is  iuipovorishod  from  the  band  of  tbo editor.  But  in  the  10th 
volume  of  tbat  compilation,  page  129,  tliore  is  a  letter  from  tbo  tben  secretary  of 
foreign  affairs,  Robert  K.  Livingston,  dated  25tb  of  Marcb,  17b3,  in  wbich  lie  censures 
severely  enougb  the  commiH8ioiioi*d  for  tboir  distrust  of  tbo  court  of  Versailles.  Tbat 
letter  bo  sent  wiibout  submitting  it  to  Congress,  but  be  bad  submitted  tbe  previously 
received  despatclics,  letters,  aud  journals  of  tbe  connuissionei'S,  giving  an  account  of 
their  treaty,  before  tbe  peace  between  Great  Britain  nnd  France  bad  been  concluded. 
Tbe  documents  from  tbe  commissioners,  be  says,  luul  been  reiMl  in  Congress,  tben 
referred  back  to  bim  for  a  report,  and  tberoitpou  bo  bad  written  to  Congress  a  letter, 
upon  consideration  of  wbich  motions  wore  niadn  and  debated  a  whole  day.  Tben  his  let- 
ter and  tbe  motions  were  committed  and  a  report  brougbt  in,  wbicb  bad  beeu  two 
days  under  consideration,  when  tbo  arrival  of  a  vessel  from  Cadiz,  with  letters  from 
Count  D'Estaing  aud  tbe  Marquis  de  La  Fayette,  announced  tlie  conclusion  of  tbo 
peace,  after  wbicb  many  members  tboiigbt  it  would  be  improper  to  proceed  in  tbe 
report,  and  (says  be)  '  in  tbat  state  it  remains,  witbout  any  express  decision.  From 
tbis  you  will  draw  your  own  inference{».  I  make  no  apology  for  tbe  part  I  have 
taken  in  tbis  business.' 

**  From  tbe  secret  journals  of  Congress  it  appears  tbat  tbe  letters  from  La  Fayette 
and  D'Estaiug,  annotmcing  the  peace,  were  received  by  Congress  on  tbe  24th  of 
March,  only  tbe  day  before  this  letter  from  Mr.  Livingston  to  tbe  oonnuissioncrs  was 
written.  Tliey  had  immediately  superseded  all  further  debat-e  on  tbo  report.  From 
tbe  temper  of  his  letter  to  the  commissioners,  wbicb  bo  says  he  intended  lo  bavesub- 
mittcd,  but  wbich  be  did  not  submit  to  Congress,  from  the  reserved  manner  with  which 
be  speaks  of  the  debates,  motions,  aud  reports,  which  biul  been  left  undecided,  and 

•See<w/ra,  $$  120,  l•^4. 

tSceiii/ra,  ^  121,  131,  131,  145,  152. 

As  to  views  of  Hamilton  and  Madison  on  thin  question^  sep  eupra^  ^  4, 

As  to  Adams,  sec  index,  title  Adams, 

tSee  eupray  i  4. 

$  See  index,  title  Livingston, 

4Gd 


CHAP.  IX.]  REVOLUTIONARY   DirLOMACY.  [§  HI* 

from  his  (lisclaimor  of  apology  for  tho  part  ho  bad  taken  in  tbo  buBiness,  it  is  to  be  in 
ferrcd  tUst  bo  bad  recommended  a  vote  of  censare,  but  wbetbor  it  extended  to  all 
the  oommissiouers,  or  had  a  saving  clause  for  Dr.  Franklin,  I  am  unable  to  say ;  very 
certainly  it  included  your  father  and  mino.  The  reply  of  the  commissioners  to  Mr. 
Livingston,  dated  27ib  July,  1783|  page  193  of  the  same  volume,  and  signed  by  Dr. 
Franklin  as  well  as  by  our  fathers,  was  an  extinguisher  to  Mr.  Livingston's  objec- 
tions." 

The  following  is  from  a  letter  nnder  date  of  October  20,  1832 : 

"In  tbo  conclusion  of  the  preliminaries  of  peace  with  Groat  Britain  in  November, 
1782,  Dr.  Franklin  concurred  with  his  colleagues  by  signing  the  treaty  without  pre- 
vious communication  of  its  contents  to  the  Count  do  VergonnoM.  To  have  separated 
from  his  colleagues  would  have  boon  imprudent;  yet,  if  the  withholding  of  the  infor- 
mation from  tho  French  Government  h.ad  boon  a  breach  of  good  faith,  a  man,  to  whom 
])rudonce  did  not  embrace  tho  whole  duty  of  man,  would  bave  refused  to  sign  and 
abided  the  consequences.  Franklin  signed  with  his  colleagues,  but  his  prudence 
gave  Ycrgcnnes  to  understand  that  tho  withholding  of  tho  contents  of  the  treaty  had 
not  been  with  his  approbation,  nor  did  ho  suffer  his  friends  in  Congress  to  be  igno- 
rant of  his  private  opinions,  and  henco  the  effort  of  Congress  to  pass  a  vote  of  cen- 
sure upon  their  commissioners  and  tho  petulant  lotter  of  their  secretary  of  foreign 
affairs."  * 

As  to  the  above  it  is  to  be  remarked  as  follows :  (1)  By  Jolm  Adams  it 
is  stated,  as  we  see  elsewhere^  that  the  contents  of  the  treaty  were  com- 
municated to  Vergeuues,  which  conflicts  with  the  above  recital.  (2)  There 
are  no  letters  from  Franklin  advising  '<  his  friends  "  in  Congress  as  to 
the  position  to  take  on  the  treaty.  But  Madison,  Hamilton,  and 
Witherspoon,  with  a  majority  of  members  with  them,  nnited,  as  is  noted 
above,  in  holding  that  the  terms  of  the  treaty  of  alliance  and  of  the 
instructions  of  Congress  made  it  the  duty  of  the  commissioners  to  have 
conferred,  as  allies,  with  Vergenues  as  to  their  proceedings.  When, 
however,  the  treaty  of  peace,  in  itself  so  a<lvantageons,  arrived,  and 
when  it  appeared  that  France  made  no  oHlcial  complaint  of  the  action 
of  the  commissioners,  and  was  even  ready  to  make  a  new  loan  to  the 
United  Stiites,  then  Livingston,  Madison,  and  Hamilton  concurred  in 
holding  that  no  vote  of  censure  should  be  passed. 

instractiooMioiin^orosoiTOB        §  m.  By  Jay,  than  whom  there  could  not  be 

found  a  man  of  higher  conscientiousness  or  more 
delicate  sense  of  honor,  it  was  held  that  so  far  as  these  instructions  im- 
plied the  subjection  of  the  American  envoys  to  the  court  of  France, 
they  imposed  a  degrading  submission  which  no  high-spirited  nation 
ought  to  impose  on  its  envoys.*  But,  on  the  other  hand,  so  far  as  the 
instructions  require  consultation  with  the  French  Government  as  to 
peace  propositions  and  the  assent  of  that  government  to  any  definitive 
peace,  it  may  now  well  be  argued  that  such  conditions  are  not  only  con- 
sistent with  the  reciprocal  independence  of  the  contracting  sovereigns, 
but  that  they  are  the  essenti«al  incidents  of  all  treaties  for  joint  wars.  Thus 
in  the  treaty  of  March  10, 1854,  between  France,  Great  Britain,  and  Tur- 

^  See  Hamilton  as  to  Jay's  attitude,  $iipraj  f  4. 
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ke}',  the  high  contracting  parties  agreed  to  communicate  to  each  otheri 
witliout  lapse  of  time,  all  propositions  they  might  receive  from  Busria, 
directly  or  indirectly,  in  view  of  cessation  of  hostilities,  pf  armistice^ 
or  of  peace,  while  Turkey  was  not  to  conclude  peace  without  tlie  as- 
sent of  both  contracting  powers;  while  by  the  treaty  of  April  10, 1854, 
France  and  Great  Britain  *  engaged  to  receive  no  overtures  tending  to 
the  cessation  of  hostilities,  and  to  enter  into  no  engagement  with  the 
Russian  court  without  having  deliberated  in  common,  t 

It  so  happened  that  in  1855  there  were  strong  temptations  to  induce 
France  to  receive  separate  proposals  from  Kussia.  In  1854,  as  was  said 
by  Drouyn  de  I'llnys  to  the  French  ambassailor  at  London,  the  war  had 
been  half  military,  half  naval,  in  which  the  two  powers  took  about  an 
equal  share.  When,  however,  Sebastopol  fell,  the  war,  if  continued, 
would  become  continental,  in  which  case  the  burden  would  fall  mainly 
on  France.  France,  therefore,  naturally  claimed,  if  such  should  be  de- 
termined to  be  the  policy  of  the  allies,  some  compensation  for  the  unequal 
burden  thus  thrown  on  her;  and  as  such  compensation  she  suggested 
the  restoration  of  Poland.  This  proposition,  however,  was  not  even 
intimated  to  Russia;  it  was  made  exclusively  and  confidentially  to  the 
English  ministry ;  and  by  both  England  and  France  it  was  agreed  that 
under  the  treaty  neither  could  make  separate  advances  to  Russia,  and 
that  au}'  advances  whicli  Russia  should,  directly  or  indirectly,  make  to 
the  one  should  bo  forthwith  communicated  to  the  other,  to  be  deliber- 
ated on  in  common.  It  was  not  only  never  intimated  that  this  mutual 
pledge  to  entertain  peace  propositions  in  common  placed  either  party 
in  a  dishonorable  vassalage  to  the  other,  but  the  agreement  was  con- 


*  1  Kinglake's  Crinienii  Wnr,  4GG.  The  troatios  are  given  in  fuU  in  6  De  Clercq's 
Collection,  422. 

t  In  Lane-Poole's  Life  of  Stratford  Conning  (2,  433,  London,  1888),  the  biographer 
nays: 

"  To  treat  separately  for  peace  was  expressly  proliibited  by  the  treaty  of  alliance; 
yet  at  the  close  of  1855  the  emperor  of  the  French  was  in  secret  oomninnications  with 
the  son-in-law  of  the  Russian  chancellor,  and  their  purport  was  treasonable  to  Eng- 
land. Satisfied  with  the  half  successes  of  the  siege,  Louis  Napoleon  was  now  as 
anxious  for  peace  as  ho  formerly  had  been  eager  for  military  glory.  All  the  plaus 
for  the  coming  campaign  were  thrown  over,  and  after  a  while  the  secret  negotiations 
bure  fruit  in  Russia's  acceptance  of  an  nltimatum.  Plenipotentiaries  wore  summoned 
to  Paris,  where  Lord  Clarendon  soon  discovered  that  England  stood  alone.*' 

Yet,  even  assuming  that  there  were  these  prior  secret  conferences  between  the  French 
court  and  a  Russian  emissary,  the  terms  of  peace  were  discussed  by  the  allies  Jointly, 
and  England  assented  to  them  in  conference  before  they  were  pressed  on  Russia.  There 
was  no  settlement  of  terms  between  the  envoys  of  one  ally  and  the  common  enemy. 
No  doubt  each  ally  hml  his  own  method  of  sounding  the  enemy;  such,  in  all  allied 
belligerency,  is  nocesMarily  the  case.  It  is  not  unlikely  also  that  Louis  Na|)oleon, 
having  got  all  he  wanted  in  the  way  of  glory  from  the  war,  was  more  anxious  to  oloso 
it,  nnprofltable  as  it  was,  than  was  England,  which  had  down  to  this  period  played 
an  inferior  part.  Hut  the  terms  of  peace,  as  finally  agreed  on,  were  discussed  Jointly 
and  with  great  fullness,  and,  no  matter  what  were  the  inducements  that  operated  on 
the  allies  severally,  they  were  the  results  of  their  common  deliberations. 
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Bidered  as  an  esseDtial  incident  of  all  alliances  of  belligercnc}',  and  was 
held  by  them  to  be  an  engagement  of  honor,  the  breach  of  which 
would  have  been  disgraceful.* 

We  may  therefore  properly  hold  that  while,  in  ca«e  of  want  of  good 
faith  being  shown  by  France  to  the  United  States,  the  United  States 
envoys  would  have  been  justified  in  taking  independent  measures  to 
protect  their  rights,  yet,  iu  default  of  such  proof,  which  to  hold  good 
in  such  a  case  should  have  been  communicated  to  France  to  await  her 
reply,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  envoys  of  the  United  States  to  proceed 
in  peace  negotiations  in  concert  with  France.  The  radical  difference 
between  Franklin  and  his  colleagues  was  in  the  question  of  trust. 
Franklin  saw  no  reason  to  distrust  the  fidelity  of  France  at  any  time 
to  her  engagements  to  the  United  States  during  the  revolutionary  war. 
His  colleagues  did  not  share  this  confidence,  and  yet,  while  impressed 
by  this  distrust  of  their  ally,  they  made  no  appeal  for  explanation.  The 
weight  of  opinion,  as  will  hereafter  be  more  fully  seen,  is  now  that 
Franklin  was  right,  and  they  in  this  respect  wrong.  But  whatever 
may  have  been  the  correctness  of  their  view,  it  was  proper  that,  before 
making  it  the  basis  of  their  throwing  off  the  burden  of  treaty  obligation 
and  their  own  instructions,  they  should  have  first  notiGed  France -of 
their  complaint.  Obligations  cannot  be  repudiated  by  one  party  on  the 
ground  of  the  failure  of  the  other  party  to  perform  some  condition  im- 
I)osed  on  him,  without  giving  him  notice  of  the  charge  against  him,  so 
that  he  could  have  the  opportunity  of  explanation.! 

It  may  be  added,  on  the  merits,  that  the  extenuation  set  up  by  Jay 
and  Adams,  that  France  was  herself  untrue  to  her  obligations,  however 
honestly  they  believed  it,  can  not  now  be  sustained.    Livingston,  who 

*  Sco  2  Diplomatic  Sludy  of  C/rinioau  War  (Russian  oOicial  piiblicatiou),  340.  As 
indicating  tbo  view  above  taken,  see  Livingston  to  Jay,  Dec.  30,  1782,  Jan.  4, 1783. 

t  Tlio  American  envoys  were  not  to  blame  forsncli  informal  conversations  witb  En* 
lisb  agents  as  was  a  necessary  incident  of  tbeir  position.  But  supposing  tbat  the 
fonual  negotiations  were  kept  secret  from  France,  the  precedent  was  a  bad  one  not 
merely  from  its  want  of  good  faitb,  but  for  its  uselessness.  From  tbe  nature  of  things 
Vergennes  must  have  known  the  general  character  of  the  terms  to  which  the  nego- 
tiation was  tending  ;  and,  if  we  are  to  take  John  Adams'  statement  to  that  efieot  lit- 
erally, these  terms  were  actually  communicated.  Vergennes  must  have  been  at  least 
informally  notified  of  them.  If  so,  he  could  at  that  time  have  stopped  the  negotia- 
tion by  a  resolute  protest.  But  that  he  wns  willing  to  assent  to  these  terms,  though 
from  his  relation  to  Spain  ho  could  not  initiate  them,  is  shown  by  the  fact  that  not 
only  did  he,  after  the  preliminaries  were  disclosed  to  him,  make  a  new  loan  to  the 
United  States,  but  ho  refused  to  come  to  final  terms  with  England  until  the  American 
preliminaries  were  accepted  as  a  definite  pence.  How  far  and  in  what  way  he  was 
informed  of  the  American  po.ice  negotiations  of  1782  is  a  question  which  is  still  open. 
But  if  the  negotiations  were  purposely  kept  secret  from  him  without  his  desire  that 
they  should  be,  it  is  didicult  to  defend  the  American  negotiators  in  thisrespeo^  when 
charged  with  want  of  compliance  with  their  treaty  obligation  to  France.  As  to  tho 
distrust  of  Franco  felt  by  Arthur  Lee  and  Adams,  see  index,  titles  Arthur  Lee,  Adams, 
and  Franklin;  and  see  infra,  ^  131jr>f  14r>,  148. 
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knew  more  of  the  attitude  of  France  than  any  public  man  on  the  Ameri- 
can side  except  Franklin,  swept  it  aside  as  groundless.  Edward  Brer- 
ett,  one  of  the  most  accomplished  historical  writers  and  diplomatists  the 
country  has  ever  produced,  speaks,  as  we  shall  see,  to  the  same  effect, 
and  other  historical  critics  of  authority,  to  be  also  hereafter  cited,  give 
us  the  same  conclusion.  Yet  there  are  other  reasons  which  may  excuse 
their  course,  and  that  of  Franklin,  who  concurred  with  them  rather  than 
defeat  a  pciicc.  In  the  first  place,  such  was  their  isolation,  that  their 
moans  of  communication  with  Congress  was  stopped;  and  they  might 
well  have  argued  that  if  Congress  knew  that  the  English  en voys  refused 
to  treat  with  thcni  except  in  secret  conference  their  instructions  would 
have  been  modified.  In  the  second  place,  we  may  accept  Adams'  state- 
ment that  Vergcnncs  was  from  time  to  time  informally  advised  of  the 
nature  of  the  pending  propositions.  In  the  third  place,  the  articles 
agreed  on  in  1782  were  not  to  bo  a  definite  treaty  except  with  the  assent 
of  France. 
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CHAPTER  X 

FRANKLIN. 

Hte  Appointment        §  112.  FraiikliD  was  scventy  years  old  when  bo  was 

elected;  on  September  27,  I77G,  cominissiouer  to  France. 
The  election  was  unanimous  and  on  tlie  first  ballot.  It  was  then  that 
he  made  to  Dr.  Rush,  who  sat  near  him,  this  remark :  '<  I  am  old  and 
good  for  nothing ;  but  as  the  store-keepers  say  of  their  remnants  of 
cloth,  I  am  but  a  fag  end,  and  you  may  have  me  for  whcit  you  please  to 
give.''  Jefferson  was  elected  on  the  next  ballot  but  declined,  and  then 
after  some  delay  followed  the  elections  of  Silas  Deane  and  then  of  Ar- 
thur Lee,  both  Deane  and  Lee  being  then  in  Europe.  Several  years 
afterwards  in  one  of  his  informal  letters  he  again  compared  himself  to 
a  remnant  of  cloth,  but  in  another  relation.*  lie  said  whatever  the 
remnant  was  worth  belonged  to  his  country  and  had  but  little  value  to 
himself.  IJe  suil'cred  greatly  during  his  voyage  to  enter  on  his  mission  ^ 
from  time  to  time  during  the  remainder  of  his  life  he  was  tortured  by 
gout  and  stone.  But  it  is  a  consolation  to  those  who  are  old  and  sick 
to  feel  that  it  was  not  until  his  seventieth  year,  when  subject  to  cruel 
diseases  that  grew  on  him,  th.it  Franklin  eiitere<l  on  a  diplomatic  career 
which  surpasses  all  others  in  its  permanent  results  of  good. 

nil!  probity  ami  couraffo.  §  113,  Bcforc  FraukHii  left  for  France  he  placed 

in  the  hands  of  Congress,  then  in  dire  necessity 
for  want  of  money,  all  his  available  funds,  knowing  that  if  the  cause 
failed  his  loan  failed  with  it.t  His  salary  when  sustaining  the  burden 
of  the  momentous  negotiations  with  Fnance  and  Enghind  was  the  sameas 
that  of  the  other  American  envoys,  among  whom  wjis  Izard,  who  speaks 
of  himself  as  a  m.in  of  fortune,  but  who  never  even  visited  the  court  to 


•  /fi/rff,  Franklin  to  llarMoy,  April  23,  I77fi,  noticed  in  noxtsoction. 

tin  explaining  to  Ingonltonn/.,  on  Fob.  11,  1788,  tlio  fall  in  Aniorican  sccnritios, 
Franklin  thus  writes:  •'  Sncli  ceitilicateB  arc  low  in  valno  at  present,  bnt  wo  liopo 
aiid  beliovo  tlioy  will  Hncccod  when  onr  new  j)rojected  CouHtitiition  is  cstablislicd.  I 
lent  to  tboold  Congress  tlirco  tliousand  ponnds  in  tlio  value  of  bard  money  and  took 
their  certificates,  promising  interest  at  six  per  cent.,  bnt  I  bavo  received  no  interest 
for  several  years,  and  if  I  wore  now  to  sell  tbe  principal  I  could  not  get  more  tban  a 
sixth  part.  Yon  must  not  ascribe  tills  to  want  of  bonosty  in  our  government,  bnt  to 
want  of  ability,  tbo  war  baving  oxbansted  all  tbe  faculties  of  the  country.  Tbo  pub- 
lic funds  even  of  Great  Britain  sunk  by  tbo  war  tbe  tliree  per  cents  from  95  t«  04." 
(9  Franklin  Papers,  IJigelow's  cd.,  450.) 
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which  he  was  accredited.  And  unscrupulous  and  energetic  as  was  the 
industry  with  which  Franl^liu's  private  life  during  his  stay  in  France 
was  scanned,  and  carefully  as  were  his  entire  accounts  in  thesubsequeot 
investigations  overhauled,  not  one  single  instance  of  mismanagement  of 
public  money  was  traced  to  him.  Not  himself  a  trained  acoountanty 
with  immense  public  business  in  his  hands,  he  had  kept  for  years  the 
most  complicated  acconnts  with  a  fidelity  which,  when  he  gave  up  bis 
stewardship,  showed  that  he  not  only  had  been  couscientionsly  faithful, 
but  strictly  accurate,  in  the  discharge  of  business  trusts  foreign  to  his 
diplomatic  duties  and  uncongenial  to  his  habits. 

Of  the  charges  against  him  in  this  relation  Sparks  thus  speaks  in  ui 
article  in  the  North  American  Review  for  April,  1830  (vol.  30,  p.  508): 

'*  Wlion  Mr.  William  Leo  (who  was  then  tho  chief  com  inorcial  agent  at  Naotes)  was 
about  going  to  Pra8sta,  ho  proposed  to  appoint  Mr.  Williams  to  be  a  permanent  agent 
Dr.  Franklin  wrote  to  him  in  reply  as  follows:  '  Tour  proposition  about  appointing 
agents  in  the  ports  shaU  be  laid  before  the  commissioners  when  they  meet.  In  the 
mean  time  I  can  only  say  that  as  to  my  nephew,  Mr.  Williams,  though  1  have  from 
long  knowledge  and  oxperiouoe  of  him  a  high  opinion  of  his  abilities,  activityi  and 
integrity,  /  mil  have  no  hand  in  hia  appointment  or  in  approving  itf  not  being  deHront  of 
his  being  in  any  ioay  concerned  in  that  bnaineee,*  And  yet  wo  are  called  ou  to  believe  that 
his  holding  tho  appointment  was  a  scheme  of  Dr.  Franklin's  to  give  him  a  chanee 
to  grow  rich  ont  of  tho  public  money. 

"Again,  he  repeatedly  urged  Congress  to  relievo  him  from  the  burden  of  the  mercan- 
tile business  in  theniauagomeut  of  which  nearly  all  the  expenditures  of  tho  money  that 
passed  through  his  hands  wore  mode.  'The  trouble  and  vexation/  he  says,  'which 
these  mnritinio  aflfairs  give  nie  are  inconceivable.  I  have  often  expressed  to  CougreiM 
my  wish  to  be  relieved  from  them  and  that  some  person  bettor  acquainted  with  them 
and  better  situated  might  bo  appointed  to  manage  them.  Much  money  as  well  as  time 
wiiuld,  I  am  sure,  be  saved  by  such  an  appointment/  On  several  occasions  ho  reiter- 
ated earnestly  the  same  request;  that  is,  desired  Congress  to  take  outof  his  hands  the 
very  means  which  his  enemies  have  asserted  him  to  have  been  eager  in  retaining  for 
the  purpose  of  advancing  his  private  ends  at  tho  expense  of  his  integrity.  These 
facts  require  no  comment." 

After  noticing  the  "  lost  million  "  episode,  Sparks  goes  on  to  say : 

"Lastly,  it  has  been  often  said,  and  is  sometimes  repeated  at  this  day,  that  Dr. 
Franklin  never  settled  his  public  accounts.  In  its  spirit  and  i»urport  this  assertion 
is  essentially  false.  Some  months  before  Dr.  Franklin  left  France,  Mr.  Barclay,  tho 
American  consul  to  that  country,  arrived  there  with  full  power  and  authority  from 
Congress  to  liquidate  and  settle  the  accounts  of  all  persons  in  Europe  who  had  been 
intrusted  with  the  expenditure  of  the  public  money  of  the  United  States.  Under  this 
authority  he  examined  methodically  the  entire  moss  of  Dr.  Franklin's  acconnts.  The 
diflorcnce  between  the  result  of  his  investigation  and  the  statement  of  Dr.  Franklin 
was  seven  sols,  or  about  six  cents,  which  by  mistake  the  doctor  had  overcharged." 

The  following  letter  shows  Franklin's  position  as  to  his  accounts  after 
his  arrival  in  Philadelphia : 

Franklin  to  the  President  of  Congress.* 

"  Philadelphia,  November  29,  1788. 
"Dear  Sir:  When  I  had  tliehonorof  being  the  minister  of  the  Unite<l  States  attlie 
court  of  France,  Mr.  Barclay,  arriving  there  brought  me  tho  following  resolution  of 
Congress : 

•2  Sparks*  Dip.  Rev.  Corr.,  530. 
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"  '  Rnolvtdt  That  a  ooininissioner  be  appointed  by  Cougross,  with  full  power  and 
authority  to  liquidate  and  finally  to  $eUle  the  accounts  of  all  the  serv^ants  of  the 
United  States  who  have  been  intrusted  with  the  expenditure  of  public  money  in 
Europe,  and  to  commence  and  prosecute  such  suits,  causes,  and  actions,  as  may  be 
necessary  for  that  purpose,  or  for  the  recovery  of  any  property  of  the  said  United 
States  in  the  hands  of  any  person  or  persons  whatsoever. 

'*  *  That  the  said  ooromissioner  bo  authorized  to  appoint  one  or  more  clerks,  with 
such  an  allowance  as  he  may  think  reasonable. 

"  'That  the  said  commissioner  and  dorks,  respectively,  take  an  oath  before  some 
l>cr8on  duly  authorized  to  administer  an  oath,  faithfully  to  execute  the  trust  reposed 
in  them  respectively. 

** '  Congress  proceeded  to  the  election  of  a  commissioner;  and  ballots  being  taken, 
Mr.  T.  Barclay  was  elected. ' 

"In  pursuance  of  this  resolution,  and  as  soon  as  Mr.  Barclay  was  at  leisure  from 
more  pressing  business,  I  rendered  to  him  all  my  accounts,  which  he  examined  and 
stated  methodically.  By  his  statement  he  found  a  balance  due  me  on  thedtli  of  May, 
1785,  of  7,ri33  livres  19  sols  3  don.,  which  I  accordingly  received  of  tlie  Congress 
banker;  the  difference  between  my  statement  and  his  being  only  seven  sols,  which 
by  mistake  I  had  overcharged — about  three  ponce  halfpenny  sterling. 

"At  my  request,  however,  the  accounts  were  left  open  for  the  consideration  of 
Congress,  and  not  finally  settled,  there  being  some  articles  on  which  I  desired  their 
judgment,  and  having  some  equitable  demands,  as  I  thought  them,  for  extra  services, 
which  he  had  not  conceived  himself  empowered  to  allow,  and  thoroforo  I  did  not  put 
them  in  my  account.  He  transmitted  the  accouuts  to  Congress,  and  had  advice  of 
their  being  received.  On  my  arrival  at  Philadelphia  one  of  tho  first  things  I  did  was 
to  dispatch  my  grandson,  William  T.  Franklin,  to  New  York,  to  obtain  a  final  set- 
tlement of  those  accounts;  ho  having  long  acted  as  my  secretary,  and  being  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  transactions,  was  able  to  give  an  explanation  of  the  articles  that 
might  seem  to  require  explaining,  if  any  such  there  were.  Ho  returned  without 
effecting  the  settlement,  being  told  that  it  could  not  be  made  till  the  arrival  of  some 
documents  expected  from  Franco.  What  those  documents  were  I  have  not  been  in- 
formed, nor  can  I  readily  conceive,  as  all  the  vouchers  existing  there  had  been  ex- 
amined by  Mr.  Barclay;  and  I,  having  been  immediately  after  my  arrival  engaged 
in  the  public  business  of  this  State,  waited  in  expectation  of  hearing  from  Congress, 
in  case  any  part  of  my  accounts  hod  been  objected  to. 

''It  is  now  more  than  three  years  that  those  accounts  have  been  before  that  hon- 
orable body,  and  to  this  day  no  notice  of  any  such  objection  has  been  communicated 
to  me.  But  reports  have  for  some  time  past  been  circulated  hero,  and  propagated  in 
the  newspapers,  that  I  am  greatly  indebted  to  tho  United  States  for  largo  sums  that 
had  been  put  into  my  hands,  and  that  I  avoid  a  settlement.  Thin,  together  with 
the  little  time  one  of  my  age  may  expect  to  live,  makes  it  necessary  for  nieto  request 
earnestly,  which  I  hereby  do,  that  the  Congress  would  be  pleased,  without  further 
delay,  to  examine  those  accounts;  and  if  they  find  therein  any  article  or  articles 
which  they  do  not  understand  or  approve,  that  they  would  cause  me  to  be  acquainted 
with  the  same,  that  I  may  have  an  opportunity  of  offering  such  explanations  or  rea- 
sons in  support  of  them  as  may  be  in  my  power,  and  then  that  the  accouuts  may  be 
finally  closed. 

"I  hope  tho  Congress  will  soon  be  able  to  attend  to  this  hnsineas  for  the  satisfac- 
tion of  the  public,  as  well  as  in  condescension  to  my  request.  In  tho  mean  time,  if 
there  be  no  impropriety  in  it,  I  would  desire  that  this  letter,  together  with  another 
relating  to  the  same  subject,  the  copy  of  which  is  hereto  annexed,  may  be  put  upon 
their  minutes. 

"With  every  sentiment  of  respect  and  duty  to  Congress,  I  am,  sir,  ^c., 

"  B.  Franklin." 
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His  courage  Dever  sank,  uo  matter  bow  great  were  the  snrrenders  he 
had  to  make,  or  how  dark  might  be  the  future. 

When  Hartley  advised  him,  **]f  tempestuous  times  should  comOitake 
care  of  your  own  safety,  events  are  troublesome  and  men  may  be 
cnpricious,"  the  answer  waB,  <<I  thank  you  for  your  kind  caution,  bat 
having  nearly  finished  a  long  life,  I  set  but  little  value  on  what  remains 
of  it.  Perhaps  the  best  use  such  an  old  fellow  can  be  put  to  is  to  make 
a  martyr  of  him."* 

Hartley  seems  to  have  taken  much  credit  to  himself  for  this  oorre- 
spondcnce.    Hutchinson  thus  writes  on  July  17,  1779: 

*'Mr.  BoAtnrd  said  fo  mo  to-dfty  that  llnrtloy  the  member  told  him  that  *  *  * 
ill  11  note  to  Franklin  lio  advised  him  to  take  cnro  of  himpelf.  FronkUn  sent  him  an 
answer,  that  tlie  caniiou  brought  to  his  mind  the  common  language  of  a  meroor,  'It 
is  only  a  remnant,  and  therefore  of  little  value.' "    (2  Ilntchinson's  Diary,  SliS.) 

His  determination  to  maintain  the  cause  in  which  he  was  embarked 
rose  with  the  diflicultics  in  its  way.  His  attitude  as  to  other  lines  of 
solicitation  is  illustrated  in  his  letter  to  Wessenstein  of  July  1,1778,08 
explained  in  the  notes  to  that  letter. 

Of  Franklin's  life  no  one  was  a  more  competent  or  closer  observer 
than  Washington,  and  to  Franklin,  on  September  25, 1785,  shortly  after 
his  return  to  America,  he  wrote  as  follows : 

"  Amid  the  public  ^ratulations  on  your  safe  return  to  America  after  a  long  ab0enc^ 
and  the  many  eminent  services  you  have  rendered  it,  *  *  *  permit  au  indiTidoftl 
to  Join  the  )uiblio  voice  in  expressing  a  sense  of  them,  and  to  assure  you  thai  as  no 
one  entertains  more  respect  for  your  character,  so  no  one  can  salute  you  with  more 
sincerity  or  with  greater  pleasure  than  I  do  on  this  occasion.^  (9  Franklin  Papcn, 
nigelow's  ed.,  264.) 

And  shortly  before  Frjinklin's  death  Washington  thus  addressed  hini: 

*'  If  to  be  Yencrati'd  for  benevolence,  if  to  be  admired  for  talents,  if  to  be  esteemed 
for  pafriolisin,  if  to  be  beloved  for  philanthropy,  can  gratify  the  hnnian  mind,  yoa 
must  have  the  plcasin;;  couHolation  to  know  that  you  have  not  lived  in  vain.  And  I 
flatter  myself  that  it  will  not  be  ranked  among  the  least  grateful  occurreiipes  of  yonr 
life  to  be  assured  that,  so  long  as  I  retain  luy  memory,  you  will  be  recollected  witb 
respect,  veneration,  and  affection  by  your  sincere  friend.'^  (10  Franklin  Papers, 
Bigelow's  ed.,  149.) 

nigh  intoiicctnM  Rifta.  §  114.  Fraukliu  is  spoken  of  by  Matthew  Arnold 

as  <'  a  man  who  wiis  the  very  incarnation  of  sanii? 
and  clear  sense,  a  man  the  most  considerable,  it  seems  to  ine,  whom 
America  has  yet  produced."  No  American  would  assent  to  the  last 
statement  so  far  as  concerns  Washington ;  and,  putting  Washington 
aside,  there  are  some  who,  on  the  question  as  to  the  'Mnost  consider- 
able man,"  would  postpone  him  to  Hamilton,  some  who  would  postpone 
him  to  Jeflcrson.  I5ut  bo  this  as  it  may,  we  may  without  hesitation  say 
that  to  sagacity  which  has  rarely  been  equaled,  to  a  fairness  of  judg- 
ment and  equanimity  of  temper  which  neither  flattery  nor  animosity 
could  swerve,  to  a  perception  of  the  conditions  of  the  times  which  en- 


•  Letter  of  April  23,  1778,  supra, 
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ableil  him  best  to  utilize  tbeni  for  his  couutry,  he  brought  to  the  Uevo- 
lutiou  an  administrative  experience  far  greater  than  an3'  man  in  the 
United  States.  There  are  few  points  of  political  or  economical  action 
as  to  which  his  judgment  was  not  sound;  there  is  no  question  as  to 
which  we  can  look  upon  him,  at  least  in  his  later  years,  as  influenced 
by  ambition,  or  at  any  time  of  his  life  by  fear  or  by  greed.  When  he 
sailed  for  France  in  177G,  repose  in  the  nature  of  things  would  have 
been  his  principal  desire,  and,  as  essential  to  that  repose,  peace  in  the 
political  world.  Of  his  tender  attachment  to  England  there  can  be  no 
question.  From  England  he  had  received,  with  one  bitter  denunciation, 
many  honors  and  kindnesses.  His  son,  to  whom  he  was  much  attached, 
was  a  strong  loyalist  and  royal  governor  ot  New  Jersey.  But  in  Frank- 
lin's judgment  it  was  essential  to  freedom  and  to  ultimate  peace  that 
the  English  yoke  should  be  cast  off,  and  though  he  abhorred  war,  yet 
he  maintained  that  war  should  be  waged  until  independence  was  se- 
cured, lie  devoted,  with  iierfect  courage,  the  remainder  of  his  life  to 
the  work.  lie  ran  the  risk  of  capture  at  sea.  He  repelled  every  induce- 
ment held  out  to  him  from  England  to  give  up  France  and  to  enter  into 
relations  with  England,  which  would  give  the  United  States  independ- 
ence in  everything  but  name.  He  seems  never  even  to  have  contem- 
plated tliese  inducements,  but  he  persevered  in  his  course  until  ai)eace 
was  agreed  on  which  gave  his  country  more  than  any  dispassionate  ob- 
server would  Iiave  held  it  at  the  time  possible  to  obtain. 

The  following  volumes  contain  the  letters  written  by  him  in  this  cause. 
It  is  questionable  whether  any  diplomatic  pai>crs  equal  to  them  exist. 
They  do  not  give,  it  is  true,  the  exhaustive  views  of  local  politics  which 
are  to  be  found  in  Jay's  letters  from  Spain,  nor  the  elaborate  summaries 
of  European  news  to  be  found  in  the  letters  of  Adams  from  Holland. 
They  have  not  the  element  of  gossip  which  made  Malmesbury's  liussian 
letters  so  entertaining,  nor  do  they  indulge  in  a  rhetoric  so  majestic  as 
that  we  meet  in  some  instances  in  the  papers  of  Webster.  But  for  fit- 
ness for  the  purpose  for  which  they  were  written,  it  may  be  questioned 
whether,  taking  them  as  a  body,  there  are  any  diplomatic  papers  equal 
to  them.  They  have  nothing  of  what  is  cnlled  the  diplomatic  style,  the 
"availing  myself  again  of  the  opportunity  to  renew,"  etc.,  formularies 
of  the  mechanical  diplomatist.  But  they  are  terse,  simple,  full  of  tact, 
always  persuasive,  always  just  in  tone,  always  presenting  the  right 
resisons  for  what  is  asked  or  the  right  explanations  for  what  is  to  bo 
defended.  And  they  abound  in  those  ei)igramniatical  expressions  of 
duty  as  remarkable  for  wisdom  as  for  wit,  the  authorship  of  which, 
taking  all  his  publications  together,  have  made  Franklin  of  all  men  the 
one  to  whom  proverbial  philosophy  in  its  best  sense  owes  most. 

KnowiccigftofexiiitiDgpo.        §  115.  Qf  all  mcu  in  public  life  Franklin  was  the 

liilcitl  con«litioD8.  ^  '- 

most  familiar,  when  he  came  to  France  as  envoy, 
with  the  political  conditions  with  which  he  had  to  deal.    As  postmaster- 
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gcueral  lie  bad  traversed  every  iubabited  section  of  the  United  States, 
lie  bad  been  prominent  in  Pennsylvania  politics  for  forty  years,  daring 
wbicb  i^eriod  be  bad  been  concerned  in  the  Yarioas  projects  which 
were  framed  for  alliance  between  the  Colonies,  lie  had  been  largely 
concerned  in  the  raising  and  forwarding  of  men  and  supplies  for  the 
campaigns  against  France  on  the  American  shores,  and  to  his  sagacity 
and  patriotism  was  largely  due  the  success  of  those  camimigns.  Nor 
were  bis  efforts  confined  to  America.  He  had  been  agent  for  Penn- 
sylvania, Massachusetts,  New  Jersey,  and  Georgia  in  England  for  a 
series  of  years.  Perhaps  there  was  no  living  man  so  familiar  with  and 
observant  of  English  politics  as  was  Franklin  at  the  time  when  be 
left  England  finally  in  1775.  To  France  also  bis  keen  powers  of  obser- 
vation and  analysis  were  turned  first  as  an  antagonist  daring  the  war 
in  which  the  Colonies  joined  with  England  against  her,  then  as  a  visitor 
when  bo  went  to  Paris  in  17G7  as  an  honored  guest,  then  as  an  expect- 
ant ally  when  be  went  s\gain  to  Paris  in  1776. 
Franklin's  position  in  17G7-'68  is  thus  described  by  De  Witt: 

**  IliflpatriotiBfii  was  an  coinplicatod  as  his  fnnciions.  Tlie  agent  of  Qoorgia,  New 
Jersey,  and  Pennsylvania  iu  London,  and  at  the  head  of  the  general  poet-offloe  in  Ainer- 
ica,  ho  was  at  one  and  tlie  same  time  a  roproseutative  of  colonial  discootont  and  an 
English  offlcial ;  there  was  a  moment  when  there  was  even  a  question  of  appointiug 
him  nndersocretary  of  state  for  the  Colonies,  then  filled  hy  Lord  Hillsborough,  and 
ho  showed  himself  quite  ready  to  accept  this  post  conformably  to  his  triple  niaslnii 
*  Never  to  ask  a  place,  never  to  refuse  a  place,  and  never  to  resign  onel '  By  position, 
tlierefore,  he  was  nn  almost  impartial  intermediary  between  England  and  America,  a 
peacemaker  as  tenacious  as  far-sighted,  whose  daily  attempts  at  sncoess  in  no 
degree  trammeled  his  liberty  of  thought,  aud  whose  melanohuly  anticipations  were 
unable  to  relax  liis  prrseverauce.  This  was  one  of  the  great  marks  of  his  superiority; 
he  conUl  see  in  the  future  aud  live  iu  the  present.  The  separatiou  heexpccted  might 
]>robably  be  still  remote;  why  should  he  not,  while  laboring  to  avoid  it  now,  facilitate 
its  progress  aud  prolong  the  peace  of  the  world.''    (De  Witt's  Jefferson,  59.) 

A  liberal  conftinictionist.         §110.  It  has  already  bccu  said  thstt  Fnuiklin, 

aa  between  the  two  schools  of  revohitionary  states- 
men, the  "liberatives"  on  the  one  side  and  the  "  constructives"  on  the 
other,  was  eminently  a  "  constructive."  •  lieorgauization  with  him  was 
a  necessary  element  of  destruction ;  he  never  sought  to  pull  clown  a 
political  edifice  w  itliout  speculating  what  ho  should  put  in  its  place.  We 
have  this  strikingly  illustrsitcd  in  the  aversion  ho  showed  in  England 
to  Wilkes,  whom  ho  regarded  aa  a  mere  destructive,  without  any  plans 
for  future  good  government;  and  to  this  aversion  may  be  in  part  traced 
the  antagonisms  between  himself  and  the  Wilkes  school,  as  hereafter 
noticed.  But  here  again  a  subdistinction  is  to  be  observed.  Those 
engcaged  fii  a  work  of  political  republican  construction  fall  themselves 
into  two  chvsses,  those  who  would  impose  on  tlio  people  a  fixed  code 
of  unchangeable  laws,  and  those  who,  after  laying  down  a  general  re- 
publican constitution,  leave  the  imposition  of  such  laws  as  are  neces- 


*  See  8U2)rat  $$  02^^,  4. 
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sarily  fluotuating  to  be  detormiued  by  popular  conscieuce  and  polity 
as  iDOttlded  by  the  coiiditioQ  of  the  times,  and  trustiog  far  more  to  a 
creation  of  a  right  public  conscience  in  matters  of  detail  than  to  the 
force  of  prior  absolute  legislation.  Of  the  latter  school  was  Franklin, 
as  the  correspondence  that  follows  abundantly  shows.  lie  was  opposed 
to  issuing  paper  money  beyond  the  limit  of  the  probable  capacity  of 
the  country  to  redeem,  and  he  was  in  favor  of  taxation  to  the  utmost 
extent  of  the  country  to  bear;  yet  in  pressing  this  position  on  Congress 
through  Morris  he  dwelt  much  more  on  the  necessity  of  raising  a  right 
public  sentiment  as  to  debt  paying  than  on  the  wisdom  of  any  merely 
legislative  action.  He  urged  great  economy  in  private  life,  and  ])articu- 
larly  the  non-purchase  of  luxuries,  but  he  objected  to  the  system  of 
sumptuary  laws  proposed  by  some  of  his  colleagues.  This  same  distinc- 
tion was  exhibited  in  1777-78  in  our  discussion  with  France  as  to  the 
treaty  of  commerce  then  under  consideration.  West  Indian  molasses 
was  then  an  article  of  great  importance  to  New  England,  and  a  fear  was 
felt  that  France,  influenced  by  her  colonists,  at  some  moment  of  irrita- 
tion might  restrict  its  exportation.  This  danger  Deane,  a  Connecticut 
man,  expressed  himself  as  feeling  very  keenly,  and  Franklin  therefore 
proposed  that  France  should  bind  herself  not  to  impose  in  future  any 
such  restrictions.  This,  however,  required  some  correlative  restriction 
on  the  United  States,  and  Franklin  at  once  agreed  to  insert  a  clause 
binding  the  United  States  to  impose  no  export  duties  on  articles  going 
to  France,  defending  the  clause  not  as  a  quid  pro  guo,  but  as  theexpression 
of  a  sound  principle  of  political  economy,  that  freedom  of  commerce 
should  not  be  impaired  by  restrictions  on  exports  of  any  kind  whatso- 
ever.* 

In  the  negotiating  of  the  same  treaty  as  well  as  of  subsequent  trea-  / 
ties  in  which  Franklin  was  concerned,  the  rule  that  free  ships  make 
free  goods  was  affirmed ;  the  privileges  of  privateers  placed  under  specific 
limitations;  the  liberty  for  either  party  to  trade  with  a  nation  at  war 
with  the  other  asserted ;  contraband  goods  so  specified  as  to  prevent 
the  undue  extension  of  the  disability;  reciprocal  municipal  rights  as- 
sured to  the  subjects  of  the  contracting  parties ;  the  right  of  search  re- 
stricted; and  sea-letters  made  the  ba^is  of  international  protection, 
irrespective  of  municipal  legislation.  Though  a  belligerent,  he  strove 
uniformly  for  the  protection  of  neutral  rights,  neutrality  being  the  con- 
dition which  he  held  should  receive  every  coustructiou  of  international 
law  in  its  favor;  though  rcprcsentiug  a  country  which  had  every  oppor- 
tunity and  temptation  to  retaliate  for  the  cruelties  to  which  it  was  sub- 
jected under  the  guise  of  war,  he  did  his  best  to  establish  a  humane 
system  of  war,  restraining  its  horrors  nnd  mitigating  the  discomforts 
of  prisoners.!  Thus  while  a  **  constructive"  revolutionist,  seeking  to 
establish  a  new  system  in  the  place  of  the  old  he  desired  to  set  aside, 

*  Supra,  $  4G.  tSee,  as  to  Fraiikliu's  position  in  this  rolntion,  siiprOf  $  4. 
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tbe  system  which  he  sought  to  establish  was  oue  of  liberty  so  far 
consistent  with  the  necessary  prerogatives  of  the  State.  Probably  in 
matters  domestic  his  views  of  government  found  their  best  expressioQ 
in  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  which  he  assisted  in  framing. 
It  was  to  his  sagacity  and  intluence  that  we  owe  that  compromise  which 
represented  the  States  in  tlie  Senate  equally,  and  in  the  House  in  pro- 
poition  to  their  population,  by  the  adoption  of  which  the  Ooustitution 
was  saved. 

Franklin,  in  his  striking  comparison  of  the  Jews  and  anti-Federal- 
ists, *  wliich  he  issued  when  the  federal  Constitution  wsis  in  discussion 
in  Pennsylvania,  took  strong  ground  in  favor  of  the  jure  divbio  neces- 
sity not  of  any  particular  government,  but  of  some  government  by  which 
liberty  would  be  made  secure;  and  tlie  federal  Constitution  offering 
such  security,  he  urged  that  it  should  not  be  defeated  merely  on  account 
of  the  popular  opi)Osilion  to' it.  Such  opposition  he  held  should  be 
looked  on  with  suspicion  when  stimulated  by  men  personally  interested 
in  merely  local  oflices.  We  must  at  the  same  time  remember  that  Frank- 
lin was  a  strong  ivdvocate  of  the  laissez  /aire  doctrine  of  political  econ- 
omy, and  that  the  system  he  advocated  was  one  which  was  to  protect 
all  lawful  action  of  individuivls  free  from  government  interferenco,  and 
in  which  government  was  to  do  nothing  for  the  people  which  the  i)eople 
could  do  for  themselves. 

Aiicgod^fanuro^to  appeal  to        §  117.  But  though  thus  making  the  morals  and 

ccouonues  of  private  life  to  depend  not  upon  leg- 
islation, but  upon  the  conscience  of  individuals,  Franklin's  system  may 
be  regarded  as  defective  in  its  want  of  appeal  to  the  sanction  of  divine 
righteousness  and  justice,  lie  bases  his  arguments  in  favor  of  frugality 
and  industry  and  integrity  and  duty  to  the  St;ite,  even  of  humanity  in 
war  as  well  as  in  peace,  niainly  on  policy,  though  as  to  outrages  in  war 
we  find  him  constantly  invoking  that  sense  of  right  which  he  regards 
as  inherent  in  the  human  breiist.  Yet,  while  such  was  the  case,  we 
notice  in  him  none  of  those  a])peals  to  a  divine  authority,  the  source  of 
this  sense  of  right,  which  adds  such  a  glow  and  solemnity  to  tbe 
Declaration  of  Independence,  to  Cliathanrs  speeches  on  the  Americiin 
war,  to  Webster's  8])eeclies  on  the  Union;  nor  do  we  And  any  recogni- 
tion of  the  sublime  in  political  conception  such  as  we  meet  with  in  the 
later  publications  of  lUirke.  It  is  imi)ossible  also  not  to  feel  tliat  so  far 
as  concerns  the  inculcation  of  the  duties  of  economy  and  morality  Fnink- 


*  "Oil  tho  whole,  it  appears  that  tho  Israelites  wore  a  people  jenlous  of  their  newljf 
acquired  liberli/f  which  Jealousy  was  in  itself  no  fault,  but  when  they  sufTerecI  it  to  bo 
worked  upon  by  arlful  men,  pretending  public  good  with  nothing  really  iu  view  but 
privato  interest,  thoy  wcro  led  to  oppose  the  establishment  of  the  new  Couatitution, 
whereby  they  brought  npon  themselves  much  inconvenience  and  misfortuuo.  •  *  • 
Popular  opposition  to  a  public  measure  is  no  proof  of  its  impropriety  oven  though  the 
opposition  bo  excited  and  headed  by  mou  of  distinction/'  (9  Frankliu  Papers,  Bige- 
low's  ed.,  438.)  , 
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lin  too  closely  restricts  bimself  to  his  own  country.  When  lie  addressed 
advioe  of  this  class  to  Morris  as  a  basis  on  which  the  financial  system 
of  the  United  States  was  to  rest  he  was  livin£^  in  Paris,  in  a  scene  where 
great  purity  and  highmindedncss  on  the  part  of  the  king,  and  great 
conscientiousness  and  courtesy  on  the  part  of  Vergeunes,  were  in  pain- 
ful contrast  with  the  dissoluteness  and  profligacy  of  the  nobility,  and 
the  gross  oppression  of  the  people  as  a  mass.  Ft  is  true  that  in  shutting 
his  eyes  to  such  a  spectacle,  or  at  least  declining  to  comment  on  it,  he 
was  following  one  of  his  own  maxims,  that  that  would  be  a  clean  town 
in  which  every  one  swept  before  his  own  door.  Yet  here  was  a  cause 
in  which  all  humanity  was  interested,  and  here  was  a  nation  whose 
hospitality  Franklin  was  enjoying  to  an  eminent  degree,  and  here  were 
flagrant  violations  of  sound  economy  su(5h  as  he  would  have  vigorously 
warred  against  in  his  own  land,  and  here  was  the  rumbling  underneath 
of  a  volcano  of  which  it  is  hard  to  think  that  his  exquisite  perception 
could  have  been  unconscious.  It  is  at  this  point  that  he  stands  inferior 
to  Jay,  who  when  with  him  in  Paris  was  so  profoundly  impressed  with 
a  consciousness  of  the  perilous  immorality  of  what  was  called  society, 
with  the  recklessness  with  which  domestic  politics  were  managed,  and 
with  the  mntterings  of  a  storm  which  he  could  hear  approach.  Yet, 
deficient  as  may  have  been  Franklin  in  the  sense  of  the  sublime  in 
politics  and  in  a  cosmopolitan  conception  of  political  duty  and  in  the 
recognition  injiis  papers  at  this  period  of  the  Divine  sanction,  it  must 
bo  remembered  that  it  wiis  from  him  that  proceeded,  on  June  28,  1787, 
wlicn  the  Constitutional  Convention  had  been  for  more  than  two  mouths 
-occupied  unavailiugly  with  the  question  of  State  representation,  the 
following  resolution : 

"That  Iieiicofortli  prayers,  imploring  tlio  assistanco  of  Ilcavcu  and  its  blessings, 
bo  beld  in  ibis  assembly  every  morning  before  we  proceed  to  bnsiness;  and  that  one 
or  more  of  tbe  clergy  of  this  city  bo  rer|uc8ted  to  ofliciate  in  tbat  service." 

In  the  course  of  his  remarks  on  this  resolution  he  said: 

"  111  this  fcitnation  of  this  assembly,  groping  as  it  were  in  tbe  dark  to  find  political 
triitb,  and  scarce  able  to  distingnisb  it  wbon  presented  to  ns,  bow  has  it  bappeued, 
ifir,  thai  we  have  not  bitberto  once  tbougbt  of  applying  to  tbe  Fatber  of  Lights  to 
tlluuiinato  onr  nudorstandingsf    In  the  beginning  of  tbe  contest  with  Britain,  when 
we  were  sensible  of  danger,  we  bad  daily  prayers  iu  this  room  for  tbe  Divine  protec* 
lion!    Onr  prayers,  sir,  were  beard,  and  tbey  were  gracionsly  answered.    All  of  us 
who  were  engaged  in  tbe  struggle  mnst  have  observed  frequent  instances  of  a  super- 
intending Providence  in  onr  favor.     To  that  kind  Providence  wo  owe  this  happy  op- 
portunity of  consnlting  in  pence  on  the  means  of  establishing  our  future  national 
felicity.    And  have  we  now  forgotten  that  powerful  Friend  f    Or  do  we  imagine  we  no 
longer  need  its  assistancef    I  have  lived,  sir,  a  long  time,  and  tbe  longer  I  live  the 
more  convincing  proofs  I  see  of  this  truth,  that  ood  governs  in  the  affairs  of  men  !    And  i  f 
a  sparrow  can  not  fall  to  the  ground  without  his  notice,  ij  it  probable  that  an  empire 
can  rise  without  bis  aid  f  We  have  been  assured,  sir,  iu  thesncred  writings  that  'excciit 
the  Lord  build  the  bouse,  they  labor  in  vain  that  build  it.'     I  firmly  believe  this,  and 
I  also  believe  that  without  His  concurring  aid  wo  shall  succeed  iu  this  political  build- 
ing uo  better  than  the  builders  of  Babel ;  we  shall  be  divided  by  onr  little,  partial, 
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local  iuterosUi  onr  projects  will  be  coDfouDded,  and  we  ourselyee  shall  become  a  re- 
proaoli  aud  a  by- word  down  to  future  ages.  And,  what  is  worse,  mankind  may  hcsie- 
after,  from  this  uufortunato  instaucei  despair  of  establishing  government  by  honiaB 
wisdom,  and  leave  it  to  chance,  war,  and  couqaest."  (9  Franlilin  Papers,  Bigelow's 
ed.,  429.) 

Such  were  Franklin's  maturest  views  after  a  retrospect  of  the  revo- 
lutionary struggle  in  which  he  took  so  import-ant  a  part  And  it  may 
be  possible  to  join  the  utilitarian  basis  of  his  political  economy  with 
these  later  views  in  tlie  same  way  tliat  Paley  reconciled  his  theism  with 
his  utilitarianism,  <^  Uonesty  is  the  best  policy,  because  whatever  in 
the  long  run  succeeds  must  be  right,  while  the  misery  attending  wrong 
is  a  proof  that  it  is  a  violation  of  the  Divine  law."  Nor  can  it  be  main- 
tained that  Franklin  sacriliced  principle  to  what  was  temporarily  poli- 
tic. In  several  matters  ho  pertinaciously  contended  for  what  he  con- 
sidered <<  right  principle  against  the  immediate  policy  of  the  United 
States.  He  strenuously  objected  to  privateering,  and  this  against  not 
merely  the  prevalent  sentiment,  but  the  unquestionable  policy  of  the 
United  States.  He  opposed  a  navigation  law,  at  a  time  when  the  tem- 
per of  the  people  of  the  United  States  was  roused  to  bitter  retaliation 
by  the  order  of  council  issued  by  the  coalition  ministry.  He  re- 
sisted the  Fox  scheme  of  recognition  of  independence  as  an  insulated 
act,  popular  as  that  scheme  was  in  the  (Tnited  States.  And  against 
the  tenor  of  home  advices  and  in  antagonism  to  France,  by  whose 
political  atmo8])liere  lie  was  surrounded,  he  insisted  on  Che  title  of  the 
United  States  to  the  Mississippi."* 

lu  a  loiter  from  Franklin  to  Pnino  (date  uncertain),  Paino's  skeptical  views  are 
vigorously  controverted,  and  it  is  said : 

''i3y  tlio  argunicot  it  contains  against  a  particular  Providence,  though  you  allow 
a  general  Providence,  you  strike  at  the  foundations  of  all  religion."  (9  Franklin 
Papers,  Bigelow's  ed.,  351.) 

# 

Immense  b.iHincss  done  i.y        §  ng.  Ffankliu's  work  iu  Paris  cau  not  be 

properly  estimated  without  cousideriug  the  ad- 
ministrative forces  to  which  lie  was  opposed.  Europe  was  the  center 
of  action;  it  was  in  Europe  that  funds  for  carrying  on  the  war  were  to 
be  raised ;  it  was  in  Enroi)e  that  sup])lies  for  the  armies  of  the  United 
States  were  mainly  to  be  obtained ;  it  was  in  Europe  that,  in  view  of  the 
impossibility  of  prompt  communication  with  Congress,  the  diplomacy  of 
the  Kevolution  was  to  be  moulded ;  it  was  in  the  ports  of  France,  of 
Spain,  of  llolhind,  that  American  privateers  were  fltted  out,  and  to 
them  that  they  brought  back  their  prizes;  it  was  in  Europe  that  all 
admiralty  questions  relative  to  the  United  States  were  to  be  deter- 
mined ;  it  was  in  Europe  also  that  the  naval  operations  of  these  pri- 
vateers were  to  be  planned  out.  It  was  by  Franklin  alone  that  these  vari- 
ous functions  were  exercised.  When  we  examine  the  following  pages  wo 
shall  find  that  on  his  arrival  in  Europe  until  at  least  the  treaty  of  peace  he 
conducted  almost  exclusively  thefinancial  operations  of  theUnited  States 

*  3  Dig.  lut.  Law,  2  ed.,  p.  921. 
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in  Europe ;  that  tbroagli  him  alone  were  loans  obtained  and  to  bis  hands 
alone  were  they  paid.  The  exhanstion  of  the  home  resources  of  Congress, 
which  became  complete  in  1781,  made  it  necessary  to. go  abroad  for  aid, 
and  it  soon  became  plain  that  from  France  alone  could  aid  come.  No  non- 
belligerent power  would  voluntarily  forfeit  the  great  commercial  ad- 
vantages of  neutrality  by  advancing  funds  to  America  when  such  sup- 
ply would  be  at  once  followed  by  a  declaration  of  war  by  Britain. 
Hence  it  was  on  Franklin  alone,  as  the  sole  American  minister  with 
whom  France  would  treat,  that  Congress  was  obliged  to  rely  for  pay- 
ment of  the  innumerable  bills  it  drew  on  Europe;  and  though  they  were 
directed  sometimes  to  Jay,  sometimes  to  Adams,  sometimes  to  Laurens, 
yet  on  Franklin,  and  through  him  on  France,  was  the  appeal  to  be  ulti- 
mately made.  Franklin,  therefore,  was  in  1781  and  1782  European 
fiscal  agent  of  Congress,  on  whom  it  was  obliged  almost  exclusively  to 
rely  for  funds.  In  addition  to  these  diplomatic  and  financial  functions, 
which  put  him  in  the  position  of  a  secretary  of  state  and  of  a  secretary 
of  the  treasury,  he  had  to  exercise  the  functions  of  a  secretary  of  war 
in  the  selection  and  forwarding  supplies,  of  a  secretary  of  the  navy  in 
supervising  the  fitting  out  and  regulation  of  privateers  numerous  enough 
to  scour  all  the  European  waters,  and  of  a  supremo  admiralty  judge  in 
determining  prize  questions  in  which  these  privateers  were  concerned 
and  in  acyusting  the  almost  innumerable  controversies  in  which  those 
concerned  in  these  privateers  were  engaged.  *  And  it  was  on  Franklin 
alone  that  fell  the  enormous  labor  of  keeping  the  accounts  connected 
with  these  various  departments  of  administration. 

The  functions  thus  exercised  by  Franklin  were  of  the  same  general 
character  as  those  which  in  England  are  exercised  by  the  chancellor 
of  the  exchequer,  the  secretaries  for  foreign  affairs,  the  admiralty 
board,  the  war  secretaries,  and  the  courts  of  admiralty.  Each  of  these 
departments  of  the  British  ministry  wsis  at  that  time  furnished  not 
merely  with  competent  secretaries,  but  the  heads  of  departments  were 
in  the  habit  of  free  conference  with  associates  who  from  political  neces- 
sity were  their  political  friends.  But  Franklin's  own  secretary  was 
his  grandson,  who,  however  good  lie  might  be  as  a  copyist,  could  not 
draft  a  paper.  And  during  a  part  of  the  period  in  which  he  was  bur- 
dened with  these  immense  responsibilities  ho  had  with  him  colleagues 
who  were  ready  to  overrule  him  in  sill  matters  that  were  in  their  power. 
Thus  in  1778  Arthur  Leo  and  Adams  removed  from  the  agency  at 
Nantes  Jonathan  Williams,  to  whose  eminent  public  services  and  great 
capacity  reference  will  be  hereafter  raade,t  and  put  at  the  head  of  that 
agency,  with  disastrous  consequences,  William  Lee,  with  a  younger  mem- 
ber of  the  Lee  family  as  associate.  This  action,  when  Franklin  found 
a  majority  was  against  him,  ho  acquiesced  in  for  the  sake  of  peace;  and 

*  As  an  illastration  of  tliis  may  be  uoticcd  tho  corrospoudoDco  in  the  index  under 
tlio  titles  Jones  and  Laudais. 
Un/ra,  $186/. 
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80  it  was  as  to  other  matters  which  his  colleagues  had  within  their 
power.  But  on  the  great  question  of  the  foreign  relations  of  the  United 
States,  it  made  no.  matter  whether  ho  was  alone  or  surrounded  by  uq- 
friendly  colleagues ;  it  was  only  through  him  that  negotiations  ooald 
be  carried  on  with  France,  for  to  him  alone  could  the  French  Govern- 
ment commit  itself  with  the  consciousness  that  the  enormous  oonfl- 
dences  reposed  in  him  would  be  honorably  guarded. 

NdUiar  Jndoiftnt  uor  dissi-       §  HQ,  Amoug  the  chargcs  addrcssed  by  ArUiar 

Lee  and  Izard  to  Congress,  as  given  in  the  fol- 
lowing pages,*  are  those  not  merely  of  idleness,  but  of  gross  dissipa- 
tion. Even  in  a  letter  of  December  7,  1778,  from  John  Adams  to 
Samuel  Adams,  then  a  leading  member  of  Congress,  we  have  the  fol- 
lowing: <<I  know  also,  and  it  is  necessary  you  should  be  informed| 
that  ho  is  overwhelmed  with  a  correspondence  from  all  quarterSi 
mostly  on  trifling  subjects^  and  in  a  more  trifling  style;  and  with  nnmean- 
ing  visits  from  multitudes  of  people,  chiefly  from  the  vanity  of  having 
it  to  say  that  they  have  seen  him.  There  is  another  thing  which  I  am 
obliged  to  mention  ^  there  are  so  many  private  families,  ladies  and 
gentlemen,  that  he  visits  so  often,  and  they  are  so  fond  of  him,  that  he 
can  not  well  avoid  it,  and  so  much  intercourse  with  academicians^  that 
all  these  things  together  keep  his  mind  in  a  constant  state  of  dissipa- 
tioQ.''t  If  Samuel  Adams,  whose  austere  soul  was  naturally  shocked 
by  such  a  narrative  as  the  above,  had  read  Franklin's  private  corre- 
spondence, as  we  are  now  able  to  do,  ho  would  have  been  able  to  re- 
lieve  himself  from  the  unfavorable  impressions  of  Franklin  which 
this  letter  produced,  since  there  is  no  public  man  whose  correspondence 
on  business  is  fuller  and  more  thorough  than  that  preserved  of  Frank- 
lin; nor  can  a  letter  written  by  him  on  matters  outside  of  business 
be  spoken  of  as  without  weight.  Franklin's  letter- book,  now  deposited 
in  the  Department  of  State,  not  only  contains  no  such  ^<  trifling"  let- 
ters, but  it  includes  a  mass  of  letters  so  pregnant,  so  elaborate,  so 
exact  on  matters  of  business — of  domestic  policy,  of  diplomacy,  of  ad- 
miralty, sometimes  of  physical  science  and  literature — as  to  exclude 
the  idea  that  there  could  have  been  siuother  set  of  letters  of  the 
<Hrifling"  type  issuing  from  the  same  pen.  There  am  be  no  question, 
also,  that  Adams  more  or  less  fully  received  as  true  the  chaVge  of  sexual 
immorality  made  again.st  Franklin  by  Arthur  Lee.  Yet  wo  have  a 
right,  in  view  of  Franklin's  age,  the  maladies  under  which  ho  was  suf- 
fering, the  immense  load  of  business  resting  on  him,  to  conclude  that 
this  charge  of  immorality  is  as  unfounded  as  the  charge  of  keeping  up 
a  '*  trifling"  ex)rrespondence.  Itso  happens  that  wo  have  in  Stormont'a 
correspondence  with  Weymouth,  during  the  period  when  Stormont  and 
Franklin  were  in  Paris,  quite  an   accurate  statement  of  Franklin's 

*  Soo  indoXy  title  Arthur  Leo,  Izard,  FraiikUu. 
1 1  llnlc's  Fraukliu  iu  France,  229 ;  9  Mag.  of  Amer.  History,  467. 
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evening  engagements  in  Paris.  Often  Franklin  dined  out;  on  Sunday 
be  always,  when  well,  had  company  at  home.  But  there  were  certain 
secret  and  well-masked  engagements  to  account  for  which  much  puz- 
zled his  suspicious  colleagues.  Stormont  reports  that  his  spies  pene- 
trated through  even  this  disguise,  and  that  the  evening  engagements 
to  which  so  much  mystery  had  been  attached  were  ^'assignattons"  to 
meet  Vcrgeunes  or  his  confidential  agents.*  Before  the  eyes  of  Arthur 
Lee  the  curtain  may  have  been  drawn  more  closely  from  the  fact  that 
the  distrust  felt  towards  him  by  the  French  Government  was  such  as 
to  make  them  unwilling  that  he  should  be  acquainted  with  their  secret 
plans.  As  to  the  charge  of  undue  conviviality,  we  may  remember 
Lord  Palmerston's  statement,  when  examined  before  a  committee  of  the 
Uouse  of  Commons  on  diplomatic  expenses,  that  conversations  which 
end  in  beneficent  treaties  are  more  likely  to  be  begun,  and  professional 
or  national  acerbities  to  be  removed,  iu  social  intercourse  than  in  any 
other  way.  And,  however  this  may  be,  so  far  from  undue  conviviality 
being  chargeable  on  Franklin,  there  can  be  no  question  that  he  did 
more  by  the  grace  and  benignity  of  his  manners,  his  freedom  from  ego- 
tism and  his  wonderful  skill  in  i>resenting  what  he  wanted  to  say  in  the 
most  homely  and  winning  shape,  when  these  gifts  were  exercised  in 
conversation,  than  he  could  have  done  if  he  had  exercised  them  ex- 
clusively in  writing. 

Arthur  Loo'h  roporte  to  Congress  as  to  Franklin's  dissipntod  habits  were  prob 
ably  based  on  information  derived  by  liini  from  ThorntoUy  bis  private  secretary, 
a  British  spy,  one  of  whoso  duties,  prescribed  by  bis  liritisli  principals,  seems  to  have 
been  to  bear  to  Arthur  Leo  any  rumors,  true  or  false,  >vliic]i  might  tend  to  injure 
Franklin,  and  in  this  way  to  impair  Franklin's  influence. 

Among  the  papers  thus  given  by  Thornton  to  Arthur  Lee,  and  deposited  for  safe- 
keeping among  the  Lee  papers  in  the  University  of  Virginia,  is  a  menioraudum  of 
January  8,  1778,  marked  No.  120,  in  \?hich  the  "wife  of  Ogg,  Lord  Stormont's 
courier,"  is  quoted  as  having  given  a  not  very  decorous  construction  to  Franklin's 
evening  visits.  Yet  Lord  Stormont  liimsclf,  as  we  elsewhere  have  8con,t  reports  their 
visits  as  political,  not  social. 

Still  more  characteristic  is  the  following,  which  appears  among  the  Lee  papers  at 
Harvard  College : 

*'  London,  May  7thf  1778. 
'*  Yon  have  a  list  of  the  fleet  which  is  ordered  to  sail  the  11th  &,  to  proceed  to  Amer- 
ica, those  ships  are  completely  mannd.  1  got  the  names  &  the  day  of  their  sailing 
from  R.'s  Lady ;  she  coud  not  tell  mo  no  other  name  than  a  Madame  Lamberty,  who 
lives  in  Paris  «&  an  intimate  of  Dr.  Franklin's  iniimato — that  Lord  Stormond  had  got 
several  intelligence  from  her  while  the  treaty  was  in  agilalion  &  had  had  several  of 
the  articles  as  well  as  many  papers,  but  what  surprises  nic  more,  she  told  me  of  the 
reason  you  were  so  soon  acknowledged  &  repeated  verbatim  what  Mr.  R.  had  told 
her.,  she  has  brought  me  some  letters  directed  to  Mr.  R.  but  no  name — vizt  'That 
Capt.  Jones  had  iu  view  to  strike  a  stroke  against  the  Enemy  that  might  be  greatly 

*  Thus  ''Gerard  goes  to  Passy  in  the  night,  and  Franklin  and  Deauenmke  Vergennes 
nightly  visits  at  Versailles."  (Stormont  to  Weymouth,  Sparks  Papers,  Harvard 
College,  vol.  89.) 

i  Supra,  $113* 
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to  tlieir  Dammnge,  but  in  ita  natnro  not  probably  profitable  to  his  Shipe  Coinpany, 
nnloss  Bomo  reward  bo  received  from  Congress  adequate  to  its  serrioe.  That  in  case 
tbat  the  good  and  gallant  behavior  of  the  people  nndcr  his  Command  of  their  pnue- 
tual  obedience  to  bis  orders  wc  will  recommend  them  warmly  to  Congrem  for  a  gen- 
erous gratification '  8ignd  F.  D.  L.  '  The  account  of  the  Catter  sailing  with  Dis- 
patches' The  Convoy  France  lins  granted  under  the  command  of  la  Motto  Plgnei. 
The  quantity  of  arms  Cloatliing  sent.  The  inouoy  Spain  has  agreed  to  furnish  you 
thro  the  Havannah  this  year.  The  Count  do  Vcrgennes  letter  24  Angst  1777 —  *  tos 
amis  ne  sont  ni  Justes  ni  houetvs'  &%  <&*— Supplies  granted  by  France  from  Feby 
1777  to  Octr  following  2  millions  livrcs  Do  by  the  Farmers  Qenls  to  be  repaid  in  to- 
bacco. 1  Do  Part  of  the  letter  dated  Passy  Doer  8th  1777  vizt  Their  grateful  ae- 
knowlodgonicnls  to  the  King  of  France  from  the  additional  aid  of  3  millions  which 
he  has  been  graciously  pleased  to  procure  tliom  &.  that  his  Majesty  may  be  assured 
what  ever  engagements  others  may  enter  into  in  behalf  of  the  U.  S.  in  pursuant  of 
the  full  powers  vested  with  them  the  most  punctual  good  faith  by  the  CoDgroas  &* 
&*  this  is  in  a  copy  of  a  memorial  she  shewd. 

*'Sho  also  shewd  me  a  letter  vizt  6  March  1778  the  Commissioners  have  requested 
that  the  treaty  might  bo  made  public,  his  answer  the  great  uncertainty  of  its  being 
ratifyd  by  the  Congress  &  should  they  publish  it  in  Eurojie  &  it  shd  be  rejected  in 
America  it  woud  subject  France  to  iufmite  DifTlculties.  I  had  not  time  to  take  the 
full  copies,  she  has  promised  that  when  he  goes  to  the  Country  for  a  day  or  two,  that 
she  will  secreet  some  papers  &  then  I  shall  have  what  copies  I  pleased.  1  gave  lier 
the  watch  Sc  have  proniiseil  her  the  Pick  tooth  case  fur  which  I  have  given  6  Quiueas." 

Stormont'fi  correspondence  with  Weymouth  shows  that  the  above  statement  is  in- 
correct in  every  iinrticular.  Stormont  did  not  have  any  of  the  articles  of  the  treaty 
in  his  hands  until  after  its  contents  were  disclosed  in  England  through  Fox's  state- 
ment in  the  House  of  Commons,  which  statement  was  made  under  Franklin's  advice 
by  friends  of  tlie  American  cause.  Stormont  also,  while  he  kept  spies  enough  abont 
Franklin,  so  far  from  claiming  to  have  obtained  information  through  *'Dr.  FraulL- 
Jin's  intimate"  and  ''Mr.  U.'s  lady,'^  states  tbat  while  he  has  had  all  Fraukliu's 
goings  out  and  comings  in  watched,  the  secret  meetings  held  by  Franklin  were,  as 
has  been  already  stated,  with  political  French  agents,  who  sought  such  interviews 
to  avoid  publicity.  But  the  letter  above  given  is  of  interest  as  showing  not  merely 
thecflbrt^  of  the  British  Government  to  obtain  Franklin's  disgrace  at  home,  but  the 
intensity  of  the  monomania  which  impelled  Arthur  Lee  to  employ  his  own  secretary 
as  a  detective  to  elTuct  such  disgrace.  This  letter,  retained  by  Arthur  Leo  and  iu- 
dorseil  by  him  and  now  among  those  of  his  papers  deposited  at  Harvard  College,  is 
probably  the  "proof"  referred  to  by  Arthur  Lee  in  one  of  the  letters  printed  in  tbo 
following  pages  of  Franklin's  subjection  to  unworthy  female  influence  and  of  hia 
couseouent  betrayal  of  state  secrets. 

Fraiikliu's  inistako  was  his  not  iiisistiug  on  a  compoteut  secretary. 
He  was,  as  we  have  seen,  neither  indolent  nor  dissipated,  but  as  he 
grew  older  he  became  le^s  and  less  inclined  to  do  any  work  which  was 
not  necessary,  or  permit  himself  to  be  agitated  by  difScalties  which 
were  insurmountable.  Bis  fondness  for  his  grandson  made  him  ad- 
verse to  having  the  latter's  place  occupied  by  a  secretary  of  experience 
and  ability,  who,  while  following  Franklin's  policy,  might  have  saved 
him  from  much  friction,  and,  by  proper  and  prompt  explanations,  have 
very  much  lessened  the  opposition  of  those  who  thought  themselves 
neglected  by  the  great  diplomatist  himself.  This  want  of  a  secretary 
of  legation  who,  while  industrious  and  accomplished,  would  have  been 
loyal  to  Franklin,  was  the  great  defect  of  our  diplomatic  revolutionary 
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system.  More  tban  one  minister  at  Paris  we  did  not  need.  But  as 
Vergennes  maintained,  when  arguing  agninst  vesting  diplomatic  au- 
tliority  in  a  board  of  three,  such  a  legation  as  that  of  tlie  United  Stat-es 
in  Paris  required  a  secretary  of  the  legation  to  carry  on  the  minister's 
work. 

His 8Qoc«H M a dipiomausi.         5  120.  "It  must  be  rcmcuibered  that  to  him 

we  owe  two  treaties,  that  with  France  of  1778, 
and  with  Oreat  Britain  of  1782-'83,  which  are  at  once  the  most  bene- 
Ocial  and  the  most  widely  and  coutinuously  eirective  of  any  which  are 
recorded  in  history ;  and  that  these  tre^ities  were  negotiated  by  him 
with  colleagues  at  his  side  who  at  least  gave  him  no  help,  and  with  no 
powerful  sovereign  to  back  him;  himself  a  plain  man,  with  no  diplo- 
matic training,  adopting  neither  in  conversation  nor  in  correspondence 
the  formulas  of  diplomatic  science.  Yet  nowhere  in  the  annals  of  diplo- 
macy do  we  find  documents  so  admirably  adapted  to  their  object,  in 
simplicity  and  power  of  style,  in  political  skill,  in  dexterity  and  force 
of  argument,  as  those  which  during  his  Paris  service  sprung  from  his 
pen;  nowhere  such  extraordinary  results.  The  ablest  of  our  older 
negotiators,  next  to  Franklin,  was  Gallatin ;  yet  it  is  impossible  to  ex- 
amine Gallatin's  dispatches  during  the  negotiations  of  J814-'15  and  of 
1818  without  seeing  how  far  he  falls  behind  Franklin,  at  least  in  result, 
if  not  in  style.  Conspicuous  di]>lomatist8  were  at  the  Congress  of 
Vienna— Talleyrand,  Mettcruich,  Castlereagh,  Nesselrode.  Yet  the 
treaties  they  drew  were  in  a  few  years  torn  to  tatters,  and,  when  they 
were  still  in  force,  were  conspicuous  chiefly  for  their  perfidious  denial 
to  the  peoples  of  Europe  of  liberties  their  sovereigns  had  previously 
pledged.  Canning  had  great  abilities  as  a  secretary  for  foreign  afi*airs, 
yet  in  his  boast  that  he  calle<l  a  New  World  into  existence  to  restore  the 
equipoise  of  the  Old,  he  claimed  what  belonged  to  Franklin,  for  it  wns 
Franklin  who,  in  obtaining  from  all  the  legitimate  sovereigns  of  Europe 
the  recognition  of  a  republic  in  the  New  World  which  had  revolted  from 
one  of  them,  made  it  possible  for  this  equi])oise  to  be  restored.  But 
Franklin  did  more  than  this.  By  the  treaties  he  negotiated  with  France 
and  England  not  only  wiis  a  liberal  revolutioniiry  government  in  the 
New  World  for  the  first  time  sanctioned  by  the  legitimate  sovereigns  of 
Europe,  but  the  United  States,  with  boundaries  sufficient  to  make  a 
first-class  power,  was  able,  before  her  national  spirit  and  love  of  liberty 
had  been  subjected  to  the  strain  which  would  have  been  imposed  by  a 
further  continuance  of  war,  to  establish  a  government  both  free  and 
constitutional.  And  of  all  treaties  that  have  ever  been  negotiated, 
that  of  1782-'83  is  the  one,  as  we  have  seen,  which  has  produced  the 
greatest  blessings  to  both  contracting  parties,  has  been  of  the  great'est 
benefit  to  civilization  as  a  whole,  and  has  been  least  affected  by  the  flow 
of  time."* 

•  3  Dig.  Int.  Law,  2a  cd.,  919,  /. 
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nishlgbrnputoiiooprotnoUro  S  121.   "It    WOUld    bO     difficult,'*    SaVS     Coaot 

of  his  Bucoess.  ^  ,  «-,... 

S6gur,*  "to  describe  the  eageruess  and  aeliglit 
with  which  the  American  envoys,  the  agents  of  a  people  in  a  state  of 
insurrection  against  their  monarch,  were  received  in  France,  in  the 
bosom  of  an  ancient  monarchy.  Nothing  could  be  more  striking  than 
the  contrast  between  the  luxury  of  our  capital,  the  elegance  of  our 
fashions,  the  magnificence  of  Versailles,  the  still  brilliant  remains 
of  the  monarchical  pride  of  Louis  XIV,  and  the  polished  and  superb 
dignity  of  our  nobility,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other  hand,  the 
alnjost  rustic  apparel,  the  plain  but  firm  demeanor,  the  free  and  direct 
language  of  the  envoys,  whose  antique  simplicity  of  dress  and  appear- 
ance seemed  to  have  introduced  within  our  walls,  in  the  midst  of  tlie 
efieminate  and  servile  refinement  of  the  eighteenth  century,  some  sages 
contemporary  with  Plato,  or  republicans  of  the  age  of  Gate  and  of 
Fabius.  This  unexpected  apparition  produced  upon  us  a  greater  effect 
in  consequence  of  its  novelty,  and  of  its  occurring  precisely  at  the 
period  when  literature  and  philosophy  had  circulated  amongst  ns  an 
unusual  desire  for  reforms,  a  disposition  to  encourage  innovations,  and 
the  seeds  of  an  ardent  attcichment  to  liberty." 

Jefferson,  who  argued  that  it  spoilt  an  American  diplomatist  to  keep 
him  abroad  seven  years,  said  this  did  not  apply  to  Franklin,  who  was 
America  itself  when  in  France,  not  subjecting  himself  to  French  influ- 
ence, but  subjecting  France  to  American  influence. 

n{0  coii8c<yicntjiifiiioiico  in      §  122.  "llis  (Frunkliii's)  reputation,"  said  John 

Adams  at  the  time  when  Franklin's  French  duties 
were  beginning,  "was  more  universal  than  that  of  Leibnitz  or  Newton, 
Frederick  or  Voltaire,  and  his  character  more  beloved  and  esteemed 
than  any  or  all  of  them.  •  •  •  His  name  was  familiar  to  govern- 
ment and  people,  to  foreign  countries,  nobility,  clergy,  and  philosophers, 
as  well  as  plebeians  to  such  a  degree  that  there  was  scarcely  a  peasant 
or  a  citizen,  a  valet  de  cliambre,  coachman  or  footman,  a  lady's  cham- 
bermaid or  a  scullion  in  a  kit.chen,  who  was  not  familiar  with  it,  and  who 
did  not  consider  him  a  friend  to  humankind.  »  •  •  If  a  collection 
could  be  made  of  .ill  the  gazettes  of  Europe  for  the  latter  half  of  the 
eighteenth  century  a  greater  number  of  panegyrical  paragraphs  ui>on 
Je  grand  Franklin  would  .appear,  it  is  believed,  than  upon  any  other 
man  that  ever  lived.^'t 

In  a  letter  to  Franklin  of  July  17,  1780,  Jay  says:  "France,  I  know, 
has  already  done  great  things  for  us,  and  is  still  making  glorious  exer- 
tions* I  am  also  sensible  of  your  difllculties  and  respect  them,  though 
I  am  happy  in  reflecting  that  since  they  must  exist  they  have  fallen 
into  the  hands  of  one  whose  abilities  and  influence  will  enable  him  to 
sustain  them  at  a  court  which  does  not  appear  inclined  to  do  things  by 
halves.'^t 

•  2  Parton'8  Franklin,  211.  1 1  John  Adams'  Works,  660. 

t  Franklin  Papers,  Depart  men  t  of  State. 
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^'Meatiwbile,'' 8<iy8  a  loading  French  historian,  "  the  othor  glory  of 
America,  Frauklin,  had  quitted  his  country  (America)  in  order  the 
better  to  serve  it  After  aiding  in  framing  the  immortiU  Declaration  ho 
had  set  out  to  gain  the  French  alliauce.  •  •  •  The  United  States 
had  admirably  chosen  their  plenipotentiary. '  Sprung  from  those  work- 
ing  classes  brought  to  light  and  elevated  in  public  opinion  by  Diderot, 
not  a  Protestant  like  the  great  body  of  his  countrymen,  but  a  philosophic 
Deist  of  an  intermediate  shade  between  Voltaire  and  lioussoau ;  a  phys- 
icist of  the  Qrst  order  in  this  age,  so  much  enamored  with  the  natural 
sciences;  as  simple  in  his  manuei*s  and  costume  as  JeanJacqneB  and 
his  heroes,  yet  the  wittiest  and  most  acute  of  men;  of  a  mind  wholly 
French  in  tone  and  grace;  a  marvellous  mixtureof  probity  and  ability, 
both  in  the  highest  degree ;  at  once  the  great  man  of  antiquity  in  cer- 
tain a8|)ects  and  i)re*eminently  the  man  of  modern  times;  redeeming 
as  far  as  possible  what  he  lacked  in  ideality  by  that  excellent  moral 
equilibrium  which  he  had  in  common  with  Wivshington,  but  more  varieil, 
more  comprehensive,  and  less  austere  than  the  latter,  he  was  adapted 
to  captivate,  as  he  captivated  the  France  of  the  eighteenth  century,  by 
all  his  sentiments  and  all  his  ideas.  He  won  the  wise  men  by  the  good 
sense  of  his  genius;  the  enthusiasts  by  the  brilliancy  of  his  rOle;  the 
frivolous  by  the  originality  of  his  position  and  appearance.^'* 

According  to  Parton  t  the  sum  total  of  the  money  obtained  from 
Franco  at  the  solicitation  of  Franklin  was  twenty-six  millions  of  francs: 
in  1777,  two  millions;  in  1778,  three  millions;  in  1779,  one  million  ;  in 

1780,  four  millions;  in  1781,  ten  millions;  in  1782,  six  millions.  These 
aids  were  given  at  a  time  when  Franco  herself  was  at  war,  and  while 
the  minister  of  France,  M.  Necker,  constantly  opposed  the  grants.  | 
The  only  one  of  the  American  envoys  in  Paris  in  whom  M.  de  Vergennes 
put  any  confidence  was  Franklin.§  In  Vergennes'  letters  to  Congress, 
given  hereafter,  under  date  of  Dccenibcr  4,  1780,  and  February  14, 

1781,  he  in  the  strongest  language  attributes  to  Franklin  success  in 
his  negotiations  with  France  which  the  course  of  Arthur  Lee  and  Izard 
if  it  had  prevailed  would  have  made  impossible.||  In  a  confidential 
letter  of  Vergennes  to  Luzerne,  of  February  15, 1784,  which  is  the  more 
significant  from  the  fact  that  it  was  not  meant  for  the  eye  of  Congress, 
we  have  the  following : 

"Wi  think  that  Congress  has  acted  wisely  in  recalling  most  of  it«  agents  in  Europe ; 
iheiFoharacicr  i$  too  little  coucilialory  and  their  heads  too  much  excited  to  admit  of  their 

•  2  Martin's  Decline  of  French  Monarchy,  379. 

f  2  Partou's  Franklin,  391. 

t  See  to  same  effect  2  Martin's  Decline  of  French  Monarchy,  387 ;  4  Garden,  Histoire 
des  trai  49  de  paix,  301,  387. 

$  Note  hy  Mr.  Donne  to  Lord  North's  Correspondence  with  George  III,  2,  370. 

The  sensation  produced  by  Franklin's  arrival  in  Paris  is  described  with  groat 
vivacity  and  ciroumstantinlity  by  Doniol,  2.  00  ff, 

1 2  Par  ton's  Franklin,  391,  note. 
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boing  usofal  to  tbcir  country.  The  calmness  and  ihej^rudence  of  Mr,  Fhuikliii  are  cer- 
tainly grave  faults  in  their  eyes;  but  it  is  by  those  qualities  that  this  minister  has 
inspired  us  with  confidence.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  superior  servloos  which  this 
minister  has  rendered  to  his  country  will  be  requited ;  I  can  say  that  it  will  be  very 
difficult  for  Consress  to  replace  him."    (1  Bancroft's  History  of  the  Constitoiioo,  34L) 

^und*  *°*  <^^^  *°  ^°«-      §  123.  Praukliu,  as  a  political  power,  was  at  least 

ns  highly  estimated  in  Euglaud  as  io  France.  lu 
George  Ill's  correspondence  with  North  and  Shelburne,  Franklin  is 
repeatedly  spoken  of  ns  the  one  authoritative  diplomatic  representative 
of  the  llevolution.  When  men  of  position  were  sent  from  London  to  Paris 
to  pave  the  way  for  peace,  the  question  was  wlio  would  be  acceptable 
to  Franklin,  and  for  this  purpose  men  of  high  ch<iracter,  such  as  Hart- 
ley, Uutton,  Walpole,  <and  Oswald,  were  selected ;  and  it  is  creditable 
both  to  Franklin's  sagacity  and  to  his  integrity  that  only  men  of  this 
high  tone  were  sent  to  him.  Wedderburn's  attack  seems  even  to  havo 
increased  the  reverence  with  which  Franklin  was  regarded  by  at  least 
a  large  portion  of  the  public.  <<  In  such  langu<age  as  this  did  this  insolent 
lawyer  speak  of  the  profound  philosopher,  of  the  noble-be^irtod  patriot, 
of  the  delightful  social  companion,  of  the  tolerant  politician,  of  the  most 
illustrious,  next  to  Washington,  of  the  founders  of  the  great  American 
Republic,  of  the  <  new  Prometheus,'  who  in  the  words  of  the  beautiful 
modern  Latin  verse — 

"'Eripuitcflolo  fulmen,  scoptrumquo  tyrannis.'"  * 

"  Of  all  the  celebrated  persons,"  said  Sir  Samuel  Romilly,  who  met 
Franklin  in  1783,  **  whom  in  my  life  I  have  chanced  to  see.  Dr.  Frank- 
lin, both  from  his  appearance  and  his  conversation,  seemed  to  me  the 
most  remarkable.  Ilis  venerable,  patriarchal  appearance,  the  simplicity 
of  his  manner  and  language,  and  the  novelty  of  his  observations,  at 
least  the  novelty  of  them  at  that  time  to  me,  impressed  mo  with  an 
opinion  of  him  as  of  one  of  the  most  extraordinary  men  that  ever  ex- 
isted."! 

Of  Franklin's  status  in  England  Ilorace  Walpole's  loiters,  after 
allowing  on  the  one  side  for  his  strong  whig  ties  and  on  the  other  side 
for  the  antagonism  of  his  chsiracter  and  tastes  to  those  of  Franklin, 
form  a  good  test. 

December  14,  177G. — **  Dr.  Fnmkliii,  at  seven  ty-two,  is  arrived  in  a  frigate  at  Nantes, 
and  biis  brought  in  two  prizes  tliat  bo  toolc  in  bis  way.  lie  was  to  be  in  Paris  on 
Saturday  nigbt.  lie  left  ovorytbing  quiot  in  America  on  the  30tb  of  Octol>er."  (C 
Cuuningbanrs  Walpole,  .197.) 


•  1  Jesse's  Memoirs  of  George  III,  550 ;  to  same  ciVcct  see  7  Cunuingbam's  Walpole,  97. 

Tbe  feeling  of  bittcrncsM  towards  Woddorburn  grew  in  inteuuity  as  tbe  war  went  on 
even  among  those  who  moat  applauded  iiis  speecli  when  it  was  delivered.  Even 
George  III  spolce  of  liim  ns  the  most  mischievous  villain  in  England. 

1 1  Roniilly's  Life,  50. 

The  anxiety  felt  by  the  Englisb  minister  on  Franklin's  arrival  is  well  i]lnstrato<liP 
*2  Doniol,  102.  Ho  was  of  more  value  to  tbe  Americans,  so  it  was  said,  than  all  the 
privateers  they  bad  sent  out. 
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Veeewtbcr  20,  1776. — '*  Ae  nearly  as  I  can  mako  out,  Dr.  Franklin  luust  have  nailed 
a  day  or  two  after  Washiugton's  rotroat,  aud  tlicroforo  it  is  uatnral  to  conclude  that 
he  is  come  to  tell  France  that  she  trust  directly  interpose  and  protect  tbe  Americantf, 
or  that  the  Amerioans  must  submit  to  such  terms  as  tliey  can  obtain.''    (/d.y  398.) 

Januarjf  24,  1777. — "  It  docs  not  appear  yet  that  Dr.  Franklin  has  persuaded  France 
to  espoQso  America  openly.**    (W.,  407.) 

Augu$l  11,  1777. — '* France  sits  by  and  laughs;  receives  our  rcmonsiances,  sends  us 
an  ambassadress,  and  winks  on  Dr.  Franklin.  That  is  all  tbe  comfort  she  will  give 
OS."    (/d.,  467.) 

December  11, 1777. — "  Lord  North  yesterday  declared  he  should  during  the  recess 
prepare  to  lay  before  the  Parliament  proposals  of  peace  to  lie  onfered  to  the  Americans. 
J  iruet  we  have  force  enough  to  bring  forward  an  accommodation.  These  were  his  very 
TTords.  *  •  •  Were  I  Franklin,  I  would  order  the  cabinet  council  to  come  to 
roe  at  Paris  with  ropes  about  their  necks  and  then  kick  tliom  back  to  St.  James." 
(7  Cauningham's  Walpole,  14.) 

Febrnarg  18,  1778.-— "Who  can  believe  what  I  have  read  in  the  papers  to-<layf 
That  one  Ilatton,  a  Moravian,  has  been  dispatched  to  Paris  to  fling  himself  at  Dr. 
Frankliu's  feet  and  sue  for  forgiveness.  It  is  said  that  the  man  fell  on  tbe  doctor's 
iieek  with  tears  and  implored  peace.  What  triumph  on  one  side!  Wliat  humiliation 
CD  the  other  I  Will  princes  still  listen  to  those  vile  llatterore,  who  fascinate  them  with 
visions  of  empire  that  terminate  in  such  mortiflcatiou  f  For  the  pbilosopber  replied, 
•  It  is  too  late.'"    (Jd.,  32.) 

Jfarc4  10, 1778 — "  Dr.  Franklin  boasts  that  Philadelphia  will  be  starved  into  a 
Bnrgoyneism."    {Id,,  40.) 

Ifajf  IS,  1778. — '*  Unless  sudden  inspiration  should  seize  the  whole  island  of  Britain 
and  make  It  with  one  voice  invite  Dr.  Franklin  t>o  come  over  and  now  model  the  gov- 
omment,  it  will  crumble  away  in  the  hands  that  still  holil  it."    {Id.,  G5.) 

June  3, 1778.— "France  is  very  glad  we  have  grown  such  fools,  and  soon  saw  that 
the  Presbyterian  Dr.  Franklin  had  more  sense  tlian  our  ministers  together."    (/d.,  70.) 

Jnlg  18,  1778. — **Dr.  Franklin,  thanks  to  Mr.  Weddorbum,  is  at  Paris.  Every  way 
I  turn  my  thoughts  the  returns  are  irksome.  What  is  the  history  of  a  fallen  em- 
pire f"    (W.,  Si7.) 

April  24,  1779. — "  Unable  to  raise  the  sums  we  want  for  the  war,  the  members  of 
that  Parliament  that  is  told  so  are  yet  occupied  in  preying  on  tbe  distresses  of  the 
government.  What  comments  must  Dr.  Franklin  make  on  every  newspaper  to  the 
French  ministers."    (7rf.,  196.) 

June  16,  1779. — "The  town  bos  wound  up  the  season  perfectly  in  character  by  a 
f<&te  at  the  Pantheon  by  subscription.  •  •  *  There  is  anotber  person,  one  Dr. 
Franklin,  who,  I  fancy,  is  not  sorry  that  wo  divert  ourselves  so  well."    {Id,,  210.) 

April  25,  1781. — "  Unfortunately,  Dr.  Franklin  was  a  truer  politician  (than  Dundas) 
when  he  said  he  would  furnish  Mr.  Gibbon  with  materials  for  writing  the  History  of 
the  Decline  of  the  British  Empire."    (8  Id,,  30.) 

October  1,  1782. — "Have  you  seen  in  the  papers  the  excellent  letter  of  Paul  Jones 
to  Sir  Joseph  Yorke  f  •  «  •  Dr.  Franklin  himself,  I  should  think,  was  the  author. 
It  is  certainly  written  by  a  first-rate  pen,  and  not  by  a  common  man  of  war."  {Id,, 
286.) 

November  10, 1782. — "  Western  Europe  has  upon  the  whole  made  but  a  foolish  figure 
of  late  either  in  policy  or  arms.  We  have  flung  away  men,  money,  and  thirteen 
provinces.  France  has  been  spiteful,  to  gain  nothing  but  the  honor  of  mischief.  Spain 
has  been  bombastically  uusnccessfnl,  and  Holland  has  betrayed  imbecility  in  every 
light.  Dr.  Franklin  may  laugh  at  ne,  but  surely  he  can  not  reverence  his  allies."  {Id,, 
305.) 

Jnljfl,  1790. — "How  frantically  have  the  French  ncted  and  how  rationally  the 
Amerieans.    But  Franklin  and  Washington  are  great  men."    (9  Id,,  247.) 
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Burke  also  paid  tribute  to  Frankliu  as  having  made  ^^suck  astonish- 
ing exertions  in  (ho  cause  which  you  espouse^"  and  as  deeply  versed  in 
human  nature  and  human  morals^  and  as  *Hhe  philosopher,  the  friend, 
and  the  lover  of  his  species.''* 

No  sovereign  in  Europe  was  watched  with  greater  interest  or  regarded 
as  wielding  a  more  supreme  authority  than  was  Franklin  by  English 
politicians  as  the  wnr  progressed.  There  wns  scarcely  a  correspondent 
of  his  in  England  who  was  not  applied  to  by  the  ministry  to  sound  him 
as  to  the  terms  he  would  accept;  and  when  it  was  found  that  indepen- 
dence was  the  sine  qua  notij  two  of  his  most  intimate  friends  wore 
selected  to  arrange  with  him  the  treaty  of  peace. 

^^¥fnnl^LaEn^\Mir^    §  ^^^"  "I^ra"klin'« Sympathies, asbetwecu England 

and  France,  were  much  discussed  by  his  colleagnes, 
and  have  been  much  discussed  subsequently.  Adams  and  Jay,  as  we 
will  see,  at  ilrst  thought  he  was  ready  to  speak  too  deferentially  to 
England,  and  then  that  he  was  disposed  too  much  to  smooth  over  mat- 
ters with  France.  The  truth  was  that  while  his  colleagues  were  ready 
to  say  rough  things  to  both  France  and  England,  he  was  ready  to  say- 
rough  things  to  neither.  And  so  far  as  concerns  his  personal  relations, 
his  past  is  to  be  considered.  He  undoubtedly  had  been  much  ilattered 
in  France,  and  pleasantly  accepted  the  courtesies  which  were  part  of 
this  flattery.  But  this  flattery,  it  must  be  remembered,  came  not  ftom 
the  government  but  rather  ironi  philosophical  illuminati  who  had  no- 
thing in  common  with  the  government,  or  from  political  enthusiasts, 
like  La  Fayette,  who  took  up  the  American  cause,  not,  Jis  did  Vergennes, 
as  a  means  of  redress  for  injuries  inflicted  on  France  by  England,  but 
from  a  love  of  liberty  and  of  revolution,  which  Vergennes  abhorred. 
There  is  nothing,  in  fact,  in  the  way  of  extraordinary  personal  compli- 
ment from  the  French  Government  to  Franklin  to  be  found  among  his 
papers,  generous  as  was  the  aid  they  contributed  through  him  to  his 
country.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is  questionable  whether  there  is  an  in- 
stance in  history  of  homage  paid  to  the  emissary  of  revolted  and  still 
belligerent  subject.s  such  as  that  paid  by  three  successive  British  ad- 
ministrations to  Franklin.  Fox,  secretary  of  foreign  afi'airs,  sent  to 
him  Grenville  with  a  letter  of  introduction  couched  in  terms  of  singu- 
lar conciliation.  Shelburne  sent  to  him  Oswald,  on  the  ground  that 
Oswald  had  large  American  interests,  and  held  the  same  views  on  i>o- 
litical  economy  as  Fnanklin;  while  Franklin  was  informed  that  the 
cabinet  was  agreed  that  if  another  negotiator  would  be  more  acceptable 
to  Franklin,  such  negotiator  should  be  sent.  When  Shelburne  suc- 
ceeded liockingham,  Oswald  was  continued  at  his  post,  with  letters 
from  Shelburne  and  from  Thomas  Townshend  (who  followed  Shelburne 
in  charge  of  the  Colonies)  expressive,  with  constantly  increasing  earn- 
estness, of  the  hope  that  Oswald  would  succeed  in  winning  Franklin's 

•  Infra,  J  197. 
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couGdcnee.  Aud  when  the  coalitiou  iniuistry  caiue  in,  instead  of  upset- 
ting the  peace,  as  might  have  been  expected  from  the  fact  that  they 
mounted  into  power  by  repudiating  it,  they  sent  to  Paris  David  Hart- 
ley, an  intimate  friend  of  Franklin,  to  say  that  they  accepted  the  pre- 
liminaries as  tlie  terms  of  a  defSnite  peace,  intimating  that,  in  order  to 
assure  Franklin  of  their  sincerity,  they  had  given  plenipotentiary  pow- 
ers for  the  purpose  to  one  with  whom  he  was  known  to  have  been  asso- 
ciated by  the  teuderest  ties.  If  Franklin  retained  bitter  animosities 
towards  England  in  consequence  of  the  insults  heaped  on  him  by  Wed- 
ilerburn  in  the  privy  council,  or  of  the  vituperation  which  had  after- 
wards been  poured  on  him  by  the  British  press,  certainly  time,  old  age, 
and  a  temper  on  his  part  naturally  benignant,  coupled  with  such  ex- 
traordinary attentions  from  ministries  representing  the  British  king, 
would  have  soothed  such  animosities. 

<<  But  it  can  not  be  said,  after  an  inspection  of  his  papers,  that  these  ani- 
mosities swayed  his  course.  lie  undoubtedly  remembered  that,  not  many 
months  before,  Lord  Stormont,  British  minister  at  Paris,  had  said,  in 
reply  to  a  respectful  communication  from  the  American  commissionerSi  ^ 
that  he  would  receive  from  rebels  no  communication  unless  in  terms  of 
surrender.  He  undoubtedly  also  remembered  the  cruelties  by  which  the 
British  arms  in  America  had  been  stained;  the  employment  of  Hessians 
in  a  mere  mercenary  warfare;  the  instigation  of  atrocious  Indian  on- 
slaughts. He  could  not  have  forgotten  that  the  war  had  been  pro- 
tracted by  the  false  information  and  the  inllammatory  appeals  with 
which  the  refugees  in  England  had  filled  the  ears  of  those  in  power. 
He  could  not  have  forgotten  any  of  these  conditions,  yet  they  appear 
to  have  receded  from  his  eyes  with  the  single  exception  of  the  conduct 
of  the  refugees  as  a  class, — conduct  which  he  thought  disbarred  them 
from  any  claim  for  indemnity  from  the  United  States.  And  on  this 
topic  he  expressed  himself  with  far  more  tenderness  than  did  Jay,  who 
declared  that  some  at  least  of  the  refugees  *havo  far  outstripped  sav- 
ages in  perfidy  and  cruelty,'*  and  who  in  such  cases  justified  confisca- 
tion, if  not  more  condign  punishment.  But  Franklin,  while  thus  look- 
ing on  the  refugees  as  among  the  main  causes  of  the  obstinacy  with 
which  the  war  was  persisted  in  and  as  continual  industrious  fomeuters 
in  England  of  animosity  to  the  United  States,  found  nevertheless  in 
England  friends  not  only  the  most  cherished  but  most  sympathetic 
with  him  in  those  views  of  political  economy  he  held  to  so  tenaciously. 
And  with  all  his  just  gratitude  to  France,  there  is  no  doubt  that  in  1782 
he  looked  forward  to  a  pcrn)anent  alliance  between  the  United  States 
aud  Great  Britain,  as  affording,  when  based  on  sound  economical  prin- 
ciples, the  prospect  of  greater  benefit  to  the  United  States  and  to  man- 
kind in  general  than  would  be  such  an  alliance  with  any  other  power. 
If,  in  Franklin's  letters  subsequent  to  the  final  determination  of  the 
peace,  he  speaks  bitterly  of  probable  British  aggression,  it  must  be  re- 
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membered  that  these  letters  were  written  after  the  defeat  of  Pitt's  ree- 
iprocity  bill,  and  nfter  the  issne  by  Fox  and  North  of  the  order  ia 
council  <  shutting  off  the  United  States  from  West  Indian  trade.'  *    . 
On  this  question  Jeiferson  thus  wrote : 

"As  U>  the  cbarge  of  subservience  to  France,  besides  tbe  eTidenoe  of  bit  frimidly 
colleagnes  before  nanieil,  (Jay,  Deaue,  and  Lanrons,)  two  years  of  my  own  aenrioe 
with  him  at  Paris,  daily  visits,  and  the  most  friendly  and  confidential  conven»tioiis 
convince  me  it  had  not  a  shadow  of  foundation.  He  possessed  the  confideuoe  of  that 
government  in  the  highest  degree,  insomuch  that  it  may  bo  truly  said  that  they  were 
more  under  his  influence  than  he  was  under  tlieirs.  The  fact  is,  that  his  temper  WM 
so  amiable  and  conciliatory,  his  conduct  so  rational,  never  urging  impoMibfilitietor 
even  things  unreasonably  inconvenient  to  them,  in  short,  so  moderate  and  attentive 
to  their  difficnltics  as  well  as  our  own,  that  what  his  enemies  called  subBervienoy  I 
saw  as  only  that  loason able  disposition  which,  sensible  that  advantages  are  not  all 
to  be  on  one  side,  yielding  what  is  just  and  lilioral,  is  the  more  certain  of  obtaiuing 
liberality  and  juslice.  Mutual  confidence  produces,  of  course,  mutual  influenoo,  and 
was  all  which  subsisted  between  Dr.  Franklin  and  the  Qovoromont  of  France.''  (7 
Jefferson's  Works,  109.) 

His  reiauonn^to^  chaumont       §125.  Douatieu  Lc  Itay  do  Ohaumont>  as  we 

are  told  by  Mr.  John  Bigelow  in  an  interesting 
sketch  in  the  Century  Magazine  for  March,  1888,  a  house  on  whose 
estate  at  Passy  was  occupied  by  Franklin  when  in  Francei  was  at  the 
time  a  gentleman  of  fortune,  holding  honorable  offices  under  the  French 
Government,  and  bearing  to  it  confidential  relations.  Franklin  was  to 
pay  nothing  for  the  house  in  the  way  of  rent,  but  it  was  said  by  Chan- 
mout  that  he  meant  to  accept  a  grant  of  land  from  the  republic  when 
it  was  established.  It  was  not  without  hesitation  that  Franklin  accepted, 
on  terms  amounting  to  a  gift,  a  residence  so  spacious  and  so  elegant, 
which  had  the  additional  advantages  of  taking  him  out  of  the  continu- 
ous supervision  of  British  spies  and  the  occasional  intrusion  of  cosmo- 
politan tourists.  Tlie  probable  inference  ia  that  the  French  ministry 
stood  behind  Cliauinont  in  making  the  lease,  and  that  Chaumont  was 
simply  the  nominal  party. 

Beautnarchais  was  the  nominal  partj'  by  whom  supplies  were  pre- 
sented to  America.  It  was  important  for  France  that  Franklin  should 
have  a  commodious  residence,  in  some  respects  out  of  the  reach  of  un- 
friendly inspection;  and  this  residence,  as  a  sort  of  diplomatic  immu- 
nity, France  sui)plicd.  Of  course  this  was  not  to  be  a  public  matter,  so 
as  to  be  the  subject  of  British  complaint;  but  the  want  of  publicity  is 
entirely  consistent  with  the  hyi)othesis  that  the  government  was  the 
landlord.  And  it  is  to  be  observed  that  after  1779  Franklin  never  refers 
to  Chaumont  as  the  party  to  whom  he  was  indebted  for  the  house.  So 
far  from  this,  his  letters  after  that  date  speak  of  Chaumont  as  of  a 
person  of  whom  in  business  matters  ho  was  entirely  independent: 

**  I  And  that  in  these  aflfairs  with  hini  (Cliauinont)  a  bargain,  though  over  eo  clearly 
expressed,  signi6es  nothing.    One  is  no  sooner  engaged  by  a  tempting  propoeition  but 

'  3  Dig.  Int.  Law,  2d  ed.,  915/. 
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cbanges  begin  to  be  proposed  in  tbo  terms,  and  tboso  follow  one  after  another  till  one 
is  quite  bewildered."  (Franklin  to  Williams,  Jan.  15,  1781;  Franklin's  letter- 
book.) 

On  January  20, 1781,  he  speaks  to  Williams  of  Chaumout's  desperate 
iusolveucy;  and  on  January  22, 1781,  he  writes  as  follows: 

"  On  the  whole,  I  hope  the  destruction  of  his  (Chanmont's)  credit  will  do  him  no 
harm;  it  may  prevent  his  excessively  numerous  and  hazardous  adventures;  and  if 
his  estate  be  as  it  is  represented,  he  can  sit  down  upon  it  and  live  without  trading.'' 

For  one  sovereign  to  assign  a  residence  to  the  representative  of  an- 
other is  not  unusual ;  and  so  far  from  such  an  assignment  in  the  pres- 
ent case  being  humiliating,  it  was,  supposing  it  to  be  in  any  shape 
from  the  government,  one  of  the  most  delicate  and  generous  ways  in 
which  the  ministry,  without  breach  of  neutrality,  could  give  prudent 
aid  to  the  republic.  And  then  there  was  no  question  that,  even  put- 
ting this  action  of  the  government  out  of  sight,  to  Chaumont,  a  man 
then  of  wealth,  a  *<  philosopher,"  fond  of  social  distinction,  desirous  of 
pleasing  the  court,  the  having  Franklin,  the  idol  of  society,  the  object 
of  deep  court  interest,  as  a  guest  and  a  close  neighbor,  was,  for  the 
nine  years'  residence  of  Franklin,  the  source  of  inQnite  delight.  And 
it  was  from  Passy  that,  during  these  nine  eventful  years,  Franklin's 
diplomatic  papers,  which  determined  the  fate  of  two  continents,  were 
dated;  it  was  there  that  his  liberal  hospitality  was  dispensed;  it  was 
there,  according  to  Mr.  Bigelow,  that  the  first  lightning  rod  was  put  up ; 
it  was  there  that  were  held  conferences  with  statesmen  and  philosophers, 
for  whose  results  the  world  of  science  as  well  as  the  world  of  politics 
watched  with  eager  interest. 

Of  the  house  assigned  to  Franklin  Mr.  Bigelow  thus  speaks: 

"The  property,  of  which  the  house  occupied  by  Franklin  was  only  a  d^pendaneCf 
and  which  M.  de  Chaumont  had  then  owned  but  a  few  months,  had  at  one  time  be- 
longed to  the  Duchesse  de  Valentinois,  and  was  still  known  an  the  HOlel  Valentinois. 
On  this  considerable  estate  were  two  dwoliings,  one  known  and  described  in  the 
conveyances  as  le  grand  and  the  other  as  le  petit  hotel.  Tlio  larger  was  occupied  by 
M.  de  Chaumont,  and  the  smaller  was  for  the  remainder  of  his  sojourn  in  France  the 
residence  of  Franklin." 

And  of  the  immediate  neigliborliood  : 

**Tlie  quarter  of  Passy  where  Franklin  took  up  his  abode  ranked  in  those  days 
among  the  most  attractive  in  the  environs  ot*  Paris,  and  \h  far  from  owing  all  it« 
interest,  in  the  eyes  even  of  American  readers,  to  its  having  been  for  so  nmny  years  the 
residence  of  their  Grst  diplomatic  roprcsontative.  It  was  the  residence  of  the 
Marquis  de  Pontainvilliers,  the  Provost  of  Paris  and  Lord  of  Passy ;  of  the  illustrious 
and  unfortunate  Princesse  de  Laniballc,  whose  chateau  was  still  standing  under  the 
Second  Empire:  and  of  the  Marshal  d'Kstains:,  whose  name  is  so  honorably  associ- 
ated with  our  Revolution.  Then  at  Auteuil,  adjoining  Passy,  was  the  residence  of 
Madame  Ilelvetius,  whose  house  was  the  resort  of  all  the  ]>o1itical  celebrities  of 
France,  and  to  whom,  because  of  the  judicious  patronage  she  extended  to  people  of 
letters,  Franklin  gave  the  name  of  Notre  Dame  d'Juteuil,  To  this  circle  no  person 
seems  to  have  been  admitted  upon  a  more  intimate  footing  than  Franklin.  There 
was  even  a  tradition  that  he  had  ofTered  himself  to  her  in  marringo.  Of  this,  how- 
ever, there  is  no  evidence,  nor  even  probability.  It  was  the  most  attractive  salon 
in  Paris;  one  to  which  Napoleon  on  his  return  from  Italy  sought,  but  unsuccessfully, 
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to  secure  admission.  Wo  noecl  look  no  fnrlhor  for  an  explanation  of  Franklin's  devo- 
tion to  ibs  presiding  gouins.  If  auytliing  were  yet  wanting  to  make  Passy  faaUiooable 
it  was  to  bo  found  in  the  royal  chateau  of  La  Mnette,  which  was  a  favorite  resort  of 
the  king.  It  was  from  hero  that  he  dated  the  popular  edict  which  suppressed  the 
Don  de  jof/eHx  Av^nemeni,  At  La  Mnette  was  a  laboratory  constructed  bj  Lonis 
XV  and  enlarged  by  his  successor.  Franklin  was  often  there  with  his  friends  Le  Roy 
and  the  Abb6  la  Roche,  both  members  of  the  Academy  of  Sciences,  proseoating  his 
experiments  in  electricity,  on  the  weight  of  the  atmosphere,  etc.  Passy  was  also 
endowed  by  nature  with  a  mineral  spring  renowned  in  thoso  days  for  its  medloioil 
proiYorties,  and  which  served  as  another  veil  to  Franklin's  real  purpose — he  beiof 
something  of  an  invalid — in  accepting  the  hospitalities  of  M.  de  Chaaniont.  Thia 
spring  wss  the  property  of  a  M.  le  Veillard,  first  mayor  of  Passy,  with  whom  ]>r. 
Franklin  contracted  a  great  intimacy  and  life-long  friendship." 

"Franklin's  life  here  [at  Passy]  seemed  to  some  of  the  American  travelers  too  lax- 
nrious ;  but  the  French  criticism  was  not  so  severe.  'To  luxury  [ns  had  marked  tbs 
chateau  in  old  times]  there  succeeded  modesty,  and  to  all  the  extravaganoe  of  vice 
the  most  frugal  simplicity.  The  minister  was  usually  dressed  iu  a  coat  of  ohestnnt* 
colored  cloth,  without  any  embroidery.  lie  wore  his  hair  without  dressing  it,  need 
largo  spectacles,  and  carried  in  his  hand  a  white  staff  of  crab-apple  stock.  Whoever 
saw  him  would  not  have  tlinnght  him  to  be  an  ambassador,  but  a  peasant  of  distin- 
guished appearance.'  With  reference  to  this  remark,  which  appears  in  more  than  one 
French  author  of  that  and  of  succeeding  times,  it  is  to  be  said  that  Franklin  knew 
as  well  as  any  man  when  full-dress  was  required,  and  was  as  unwilling  as  any  man 
to  undervalue  social  restrictions."    (2  Halo's  Franklin  in  France,  2.) 

From  what  we  havo  seoii  of  Mr.  Adams  and  Mr.  Arthur  Lee  it  can 
bo  readily  understood  that  they  were  not  likely  to  exercise  that  fasci- 
nation over  Ghaumont  which  Franklin  exercised,  nor  would  they  havo 
by  their  celebrity  added  to  the  social  distinction  by  which  Ghaumont 
was  attracted,  nor  would  they  have  contributed  by  their  tact  and  grace- 
fulness to  the  comfort  of  a  common  establishment.  It  was  never  sug- 
gested that  Franklin  did  not  do  his  best  to  make  his  colleagues  at  ease 
iu  the  spacious  establishment  at  the  head  of  which  he  was  placed. 
But  John  Adams,  feeling  that  the  courtesy  came  to  him  through 
Franklin,  and  that  he  had  no  personal  claims  on  Ghaumont,  wrote  to 
Ghaumont  on  September  IG,  1778,  a  letter,  .apparently  speaking  for  him- 
self and  his  associates,  in  which  he  told  Ghaumont  that  they  were 
unwilling  to  be  indebted  to  him  without  knowing  on  what  terms  the 
debt  was  to  bo.    The  letter  closed  as  follows : 

"As  you  have  an  account  agaiust  the  cominiHsioucrs,  or  against  the  United  States, 

fur  several  otiior  niatlorH,  I  should  bo  obliged  to  you  if  you  would  send  it  in  as  soon 

as  possible,  as  every  day  makes  it  more  and  more  necessary  for  ns  to  look  into  our 

affairs  with  the  utmost  precision. 

"  I  am,  sir,  with  much  csleem  and  respect,  etc., 

''JouN  Adams." 

Ghaumont's  reply  was  as  follows: 

*'  Passy,  Sq^temher  18,  1778. 
**  Sir:  I  have  received  the  letter  which  you  did  mo  the  honor  to  write  to  me  on  the 
IGth  inst.,  making  inquiry  as  to  the  rent  of  my  house  in  which  you  live  for  the  past 
and  the  future.  When  I  cousecratod  my  house  to  the  use  of  Dr.  Franklin  and  his 
associates  who  might  share  it  with  bim,  I  made  it  fully  understood  that  I  should 
expect  no  compensation,  because  I  perceived  that  you  had  need  of  all  your  means  to 
Send  to  the  succor  of  your  conntry,  or  to  relieve  the  distresses  of  your  ooontrymen 
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kping  iVom  theohAins  of  your  oDomies.  I  pray  yoa,  sir,  to  ponuit  this  arrAngement 
to  remiiiD,  which  I  mado  when  the  fate  of  your  country  was  doubtful.  When  slie 
shall  enjoy  all  her  splendor,  such  sacrifices  on  my  part  will  be  superfluous  or  un- 
worthy of  her;  but  at  present  they  may  be  usefuli  and  I  am  happy  in  offering  them 
to  you. 

''There  Is  no  occasion  for  strangers  to  be  iuformed  of  my  proceedings  in  this 
respect.  It  is  so  much  the  worse  for  tliose  who  would  not  do  the  same  if  they  had  the 
opportunity,  and  so  much  the  better  for  me  to  have  immortalized  my  house  by 
receiying  into  it  Dr.  Franklin  and  his  associates.'' 

*' There  is  no  doabt,"  says  Mr.  Bigolow,  comineiiting  ou  the  above, 
*'  that  Mr.  Adams'  miud  had  beeu  poisoued  by  his  colleague,  Arthur 
Lee,  or  he  would  never  have  written  the  letter  of  the  IGth  of  September, 
which  was  more  or  less  of  a  refiectiou  upon  his  senior  colleague,  the 
practical  head  of  the  commission.  However,  he  seems  to  have  been  en- 
tirely satisfied  with  the  result,  as  all  his  subsequent  relations  with  M. 
de  Ghaumont  and  his  family  abundantly  testify.  Not  so,  however, 
Arthur  Lee.  He  wa«  a  sort  of  stormy  petrel,  only  content  in  foul 
weather,  and  his  determination  to  produce  bad  blood  between  Adams 
and  Franklin  was  not  abandoned." 

Ghaumont,  as  we  learn  from  the  following  correspondence,  was  active 
in  forwarding  supplies  to  the  United  States  with  the  understanding 
that  there  was  to  be  no  payment  unless  independence  was  achieved. 
He  was  concerned  in  the  naval  operations  of  John  Paul  Jones;  he  sent 
clothing  in  large  quantities  to  La  Fayette  for  distribution ;  he  took  part 
in  a  large  shipment  of  powder  to  the  United  States  at  a  time  when 
powder  was  almost  unattainable  by  the  Gontinental  troops. 

That  Ghaumont's  kindly  feelings  to  Adams  were  not  impaired  by 
Adams'  action  in  September,  1778,  is  shown  by  the  fact  that  early  in 
1770,  Adams  still  continuing  to  live  under  the  roof  of  Franklin  at  Passy, 
Ghaumont  offered  to  Adams,  who  then  was  talking  of  his  desire  for 
country  life,  the  use  of  a  villa  at  Blessois.  To  this  offer  Adams  made 
the  following  reply,  as  given  by  Mr.  Bigelow: 

To  M,  Le  Ray  de  Ghaumont, 

"  Passy,  February  25,  1779. 

"Sir:  I  have  this  moment  the  honor  of  your  kind  billut  of  this  day's  date,  and  I 
feel  myself  nudor  great  obligations  for  the  gentool  and  generous  offer  of  your  house 
at  Blessois;  but  if  I  do  not  put  Dr.  Franklin  to  inconvenience,  which  I  shall  not  do 
long,  my  residence  at  Passy  is  very  agreeable  to  me. 

"To  a  mind  as  much  addicted  to  retirement  as  mine  the  situation  you  propose 
would  be  delicious  indeed,  provided  my  country  were  at  peace  and  my  family  with 
me;  but,  separated  from  my  family  and  with  an  heart  blooding  with  the  wounds  of 
itsconntry,  I  should  be  the  most  miserable  being  on  earth  in  retreat  and  idleness. 
To  America,  therefore,  in  all  events  and  at  all  hazards,  I  must  attempt  to  go,  pro- 
vided I  do  not  receive  counter  orders  which  I  can  execute  with  honor  and  with  some 
prospect  of  advantage  to  the  public  service. 

**  I  thank  you,  sir,  and  your  agreeable  family  for  nil  your  civilities  since  my  arrival 

At  Passy,  and  have  the  honor  to  bo,  with  great  respect, 

'*  Your  most  obedient  and  humble  servant, 

"John  Adams." 
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In  the  following  pages  reference  is  made  to  the  relatioDs  of  Ohaaniont 
to  Paul  Jones.  By  Ohaamout  Paal  Jones'  oatfit  was  in  a  large  meas- 
ure ))repared,  and  though,  as  the  papers  show,  they  oame  freqoeotly  in 
conflict,  yet  Jones  at  the  end  acknowledged  that  Ohaumont  had  en- 
deavorecl  to  do  justice  to  him  in  the  very  difficult  situation  in  whioh  they 
wore  placed. 

However  meritorious  may  have  been  Ghaumont^s  claims  for  adyanooB 
to  the  United  States^  they  took  their  place  among  other  claims,  imper- 
fectly vouched,  which  the  Oonfederacy  after  peace  found  itself  unable 
to  pay. 

Large  tracts  of  land  in  the  State  of  New  York  were  purchased  shortly 
after  the  war  closed  by  Ohaumont  for  himself  and  his  friends.  Bnt 
the  lands  were  badly  situated,  and  the  speculation  ended  in  an  insolT- 
ent  assignment  under  circumstances  which  are  detailed  by  Mr.  Bigelow 
in  the  article  above  cited. 

Roiiiiions  to  hit  ooii<»aguo8.        §  120.  Fraukliu's  relations  to  Adams,  to  Arthur 

and  William  Lee,  and  Izard  are  elsewhere  specific- 
ally discussed,  and  have  already  been  incidentally  noticed.*  With  Deane 
he  did  but  little  in  the  way  of  coucert  As  soon  as  Franklin  became 
familiar  with  his  duties  he  assumed  the  entire  management  of  the  legs 
tion,  Deane  only  taking  charge  of  unfinished  business  and  of  matters 
of  detail.  With  Jcflerson,  after  his  arrival,  Franklin  was  on  terms  of 
afi'ectionate  intimacy.  But  the  period  when  they  were  together  was  a 
period  of  repose,  apparently  all  the  more  profound  from  its  contrast 
with  the  tension  and  contlict  by  which  it  had  been  preceded.  As  (o 
the  position  of  his  other  colleagues  we  must  keep  in  mind  the  following 
suggestions  by  Sparks : 

"HiH  groat  fnuio  and  extraordinary  obaractor  gained  biin  mnoh 'admiration  and 
uotice  ill  Franco,  and  placed  bim  in  a  spboro  abovo  bis  coUoagues.  As  their  powers 
in  ofTlce  wore  equal  witb  bis,  it  was  natural  tbat  tboy  should  he  aoDoyed  by  ibis 
marked  distinction  shown  to  biiU)  particularly  wheu  taken  in  connection  with  his 
usual  manners  to  tboni,  which  wore  evidently  not  the  most  conciliatory  or  oourtoons. 
lie  seemed  willing  to  enjoy  tbe  meed  of  his  fame  without  giving  bin/self  much  trouble 
or  concern  about  the  social  rank  or  public  estimation  of  bis  associates.  This  may  be 
accounted  for  in  some  sort  by  bis  advanced  ago  aud  bodily  infirmities,  his  habits  of 
reserve  in  conversation,  aud  his  cold  and  cautions  temperament."  (North  American 
Review,  April,  1830,  vol.  30,  p.  507.) 

We  must,  on  the  otiier  hand,  remember  that  when  overruled  by  his 
eolleagues  he  submitted  with  a  tranquillity  which  relieved  him  from  all 
suspicion  of  factious  opi)osition.  Thus  by  Adams  and  Arthur  Lee  ho 
was  outvoted,  as  we  have  seen,  in  the  substitution  for  Williams  of 
William  Lee,  in  wliose  employment  was  Ludwell  Lee,  in  the  business 
agency  at  Nantes ;  and  although  he  had  reason  to  believe,  as  afterwards 
turned  out  to  be  the  case,  that  the  change  would  act  badly,  yet,  feeling 
that  an  exposure  of  disagreement  might  be  more  dangerous  to  the 

•  See  Bupra,  J  15  ff.;  infra,  $  149. 
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couutry  than  would  bo  a  fruitless  opposition  on  his  part,  ho  acquiesced. 
For  tho  same  reason  he  acquiesced  in  tlie  action  of  Adams  and  Jay  in 
withholding  from  France  formal  notice  of  the  peace  negotiations  pend- 
ing with  Britain  in  1782.  Yet,  though  from  time  to  time  overruled,  his 
iufluence,  even  when  in  a  miuority,  was  necessarily  supreme.  In  him 
alone,  among  the  several  American  envoys  at  Paris,  did  tho  French 
ministry  put  full  confidence;  and  France,  until  almost  the  close  of  the 
Kevolutioii,  was  the  only  European  sovereignty  by  whom  our  national 
existence  was  recognized.  And  here  may  be  studied  the  following 
strikiug  remarks  by  Edward  Everett: 

"The  aUiance  (with  France)  saved  the  United  Staioe;  but  how  hardly  was  the  aUi- 
ance  itself  furnied,  and  how  often  did  it  seem  impossible  to  realize*! ts  fiuits!  The 
rarest  conjuncture  of  persons  and  things  was  requisite  and  did  in  fact  exist,  but  ac- 
companied at  tlio  same  time  by  other  agents  so  ill  qualified,  and  other  events  so  un- 
toward, that  it  would  seem  as  if  the  good  and  evil  gonins  of  America  had  each  his 
alternate  day  assigned  him  in  controlling  the  march  of  things."  (33  North  American 
Review,  450.) 

In  following  sections  will  be  considered  Franklin's  relations  to  Arthur  . 
Lee  and  to  Jay.* 

On  December  4,  1818,  JelTerson,  then  in  extreme  old  age,  thus  wrote 
to  Walsh: 

"Dr.  Franklin  had  many  political  enemies,  as  every  character  must  which,  with 
decision  enough  to  have  opinions,  has  energy  and  talent  enough  <4>  give  them  effect , 
on  the  feelings  of  the  adversary  opinion.  These  enmities  wore  chiefly  in  Pennsylva- 
nia and  Massachusetts.  In  the  former  they  were  merely  of  the  proprietary  party.  In 
the  latter  they  did  not  commence  till  the  Revolution,  and  then  sprung  chiefly  from 
I>cr8onal  animosities,  whlcb,  spreading  by  little  and  little,  became  at  length  of  some 
extent.  Dr.  Lee  was  his  principal  calumniator,  a  man  of  much  malignity,  wbo, 
besides  enlisting  his  whole  family  in  tho  same  hostility,  was  enabled,  as  the  agent  of 
Massachusetts  with  the  British  Qovernment,  to  infuse  it  into  that  State  with  consid- 
erable effect.  Mr.  Izard,  the  doctor's  enemy  also,  but  from  a  pecuniary  transaction, 
never  countenanced  these  charges  against  him.  Mr.  Jay,  Silas  Doane,  Mr.  Laurens, 
his  colleagues  also,  over  maintained  towards  liim  uDliuiitcd  confidence  and  respect. 
That  he  would  have  waived  the  formal  recognition  of  our  independence  I  never  heard 
on  any  authority  worthy  of  notice."    (7  Jefferson's  Works,  108.) 

The  leading  point  of  difference  between  Franklin  on  the  one  side, 
and  Adams  and  Jay  on  tho  other  side,  was  as  to  tho  binding  character  of  , 
.  the  treaty  and  of  the  instructions  of  Congress,  requiring  them  as  peace 
commissioners  to  negotiate  in  unison  with  France.  It  has  been  already 
seen  that  such  stipulations  are  common  in  all  alliances  for  war,t  and 
that  Franklin's  views  in  this  respect  were  in  harmony  with  those  of 
Congress,  as  expressed  by  Livingston,  by  Ilaniilton,  and  by  Madison. 

The  letter  of  Arthur  Lee  of  January  29,  1778,  in  which  he  proposes 
that  he  be  made  sole  minister  at  Paris,  Deane  sent  to  Holland,  Frank- 
lin to  Vienna,  and  Jennings  to  Madrid,  is  in  the  collection  at  the  Uni- 
versity of  Virginia. 

*  Infra,  U  149,  158.  \Siq)ra,  ^H,  100/. 
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On  October  16, 1778,  William  Lee,  in  a  letter  in  the  Harvard  OoUege 
Oollectiou,  tlias  writes  to  Richard  II.  Lee : 

"  I  have  never  yet  asked  anytbiug  from  Cougress,  but  when  they  do  mad  a  com- 
miasioner  to  Holland  I  profoas,  as  my  former  line  of  life  has  been  changed,  I  sbovld 
not  dislike  that  appointment,  and  I  think  if  any  change  takes  plaoe  in  mj  preeoot 
department  there  is  no  person  so  proper  as  Dr.  Franklin  to  be  sent  to  Vienna." 

Arthur  Lee  therefore  was  to  stay  in  Paris,  William  Lee  to  go  to  Hol- 
land, and  Frauklii),  whom  they  both  spoke  of  as  traitorous  aud  wicked, 
was  to  be  sent  to  YieiiDa,  which  Arthur  Lee  declared  to  be  the  most 
distinguished  diplomatic  post  in  Europe.* 

Beutions  to  his  family.  §  127.  Of  Frauklin's  rclatioDS  to  his  grandson, 

who  acted  as  his  private  secretary,  several  inci- 
dental notices  have  been  given.  Of  his  relations  to  his  son  the  follow- 
ing summary,  which  bears  on  the  political  position  of  the  two,  deserves 
consideration : 

"  In  1784  the  father  aud  son,  after  an  estrangement  often  years,  beoame  reoonofled  to 
one  another.  The  son  appears  to  have  made  the  first  oyerture.  Dr.  Franklin,  in 
acknowledging  the  receipt  of  his  letter,  says  in  reply,  on  the  16th  of  August  of  that 
year :  '  I  am  glad  to  find  that  you  desire  to  revive  the  affectionate  interooarae  that 
formerly  existed  between  us.  It  will  be  very  agreeable  to  me;  indeed  nothing  has 
ever  hurt  me  so  much  and  affected  me  with  such  keen  sensations  as  to  find  myself 
deserted  in  my  old  age  by  my  only  son ;  and  not  only  deserted,  but  to  find  him  taking 
up  arms  against  me  in  a  cause  wherein  my  good  fame,  fortune,  and  life  were  all  at 
stake.  You  conceived,  yon  say,  that  your  duty  to  your  king  and  regard  for  your 
couutry  required  this.  I  ought  not  to  blame  you  for  differing  in  sentiment  with  me  in 
public  affairs.  We  are  nil  nicn  subject  to  errors,  our  opinions  are  not  iu  our  power; 
they  are  formed  and  governed  much  by  circumstances  that  are  often  as  inexplicable 
as  they  are  irresistible.  Your  situation  was  such  that  few  would  have  censured  your 
remaining  neuter,  though  there  are  natural  duties  which  precede  political  ones^  and 
cannot  be  extinguished  by  them.  This  is  a  disagreeable  subject ;  I  drop  it,  aud  we  will 
eudeavor,  as  you  propose,  mutually  to  forget  what  has  happened  relating  to  it,  as  weU 
as  we  can.'  * 

**  The  doctor,  I  conclude,  was  never  able  to  forget  entirely  the  alienation  which  bad 
happened  between  tlioni.  In  a  letter  to  the  Rev.  Dr.  Byles  (1788)  he  said :  *I,  too, 
have  a  daughter  who  lives  with  me,  and  is  the  comfort  of  my  declining  years,  while 
my  son  is  estranged  from  me  by  the  part  he  took  iu  the  late  war  and  kee|)8  aloof, 
residing  iu  England,  wliose  cause  ho  eapouaedf  whereby  the  old  proverb  isexemplified: 

'My  son  is  my  son  till  he  gets  him  a  wife; 
But  my  daughter's  my  daughter  all  the  days  of  her  life.' 

''In  his  will,  dated  Juno  23,  17^,  a  few  mouths  before  his  own  decease,  he  thoa 
remdmbers  his  son  William,  lato  governor  of  the  Jerseys: 

"'I  give  and  devise  all  the  lands  I  hold  or  have  a  right  to  in  the  province  of  Nova 

*  See  Sparks*  comments  on  this,  in/rUf  $  145.  See  further  criticisms  in  Trescot's  Di- 
plomacy of  the  Revolution,  119. 

t  According  to  Judge  Jones,  in  his  History  of  New  York,  (1,  135)  William  Franklin 
was  detained  in  Connecticut  "  and  inhumanly  treated  "  at  his  father's  request.  The 
inaccuracy  of  this  statement  is  fully  shown  iu  Johnston's  "  Observations"  on  Jones' 
History,  33-35. 

The  refusal  of  Congress  to  appoint  William  Temple  Fraukliu  to  a  diplomatio  post 
arose  chielly  from  the  feeling  that  when  ho  was  removed  from  his  grandfather's  in- 
fiuence  he  might  fall  under  that  of  his  father,  who  was  a  bitter  loyalist. 
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Scotia,  to  hold  to  him,  hishoirs  and  assigns,  forever.  I  also  give  to  hiui  all  my  hooks 
and  papers  which  he  has  in  his  possession  and  all  dehts  standing  against  him  on  my 
account  hooks,  willing  that  no  payment  for  nor  restitution  of  the  same  be  required 
of  him  hy  my  executors.  The  part  he  acted  against  mo  in  the  late  war,  which  is  of 
public  notoriety,  will  account  for  my  leaving  him  no  more  of  an  estate  he  endeavored 
to  deprive  me  of.' "    (1  Sabine's  Loyalists,  442.) 

Franklin's  home,  after  his  retnrn  to  Pbiladelphia,  was  with  his  daugh- 
ter, Mrs.  Baehe,  where  ho  received  visitors  with  the  same  kindly  lios- 
pitality  as  uiarketl  him  in  his  foreign  career,  tliough  his  infirmities  pre- 
vented him  from  giving  or  receiving  formal  entertainments.* 

"fI^"hi?miSio"**'^*  5  ^^^*  franklin's   course,  on  and  immediately 

after  retiring  from  his  mission,  is,  so  fur  as  con- 
cerns the  mission,  exhibited  in  the  following  correspondence: 

Franklin  to  the  Preaidenl  of  Cotigresa.^ 

Passt,  Februarif  8th  ^  1785. 

Sir  :  I  received  by  the  Marquis  de  la  Fayette  the  two  letters  yon  did  me  the  honor 
of  writing  to  me  the  llth  and  14th  of  December,  the  one  inclosing  a  letter  from  Con- 
gress to  the  king,  the  other  a  resolve  of  Congress  respecting  the  convention  for  es- 
tablishing consols.  The  letter  was  immediately  delivered  and  well  received.  The 
resolve  came  too  late  to  suspend  signing  the  convention,  i t  h.'iving  been  done  July  last, 
and  a  copy  sent  so  long  since  that  we  now  expected  the  ratification.  As  that  copy 
seems  to  have  miscarried  I  now  send  another. 

I  am  not  informed  what  objection  has  arisen  in  Congress  to  the  plan  sent  me.  Mr. 
JefTersou  thinks  it  may  have  been  to  the  part  which  restrained  the  consuls  from  all 
concern  in  commerce.  That  article  was  omitted,  being  thought  unnecessary  to  be 
stipulated,  since  either  party  would  always  have  the  power  of  imposing  such  re- 
straints on  its  own  ofTicers  whenever  it  should  think  fit.  I  am,  however,  of  opinion 
that  this  or  any  other  reasonable  article  or  alteration  may  be  obtained  at  the  desire 
of  Congress  and  ostablishod  by  a  supplement. 

Permit  me,  sir,  to  congratulate  you  on  your  being  called  to  the  high  honor  of  pre- 
siding in  our  national  councils  and  to  wish  yon  every  felicity,  being,  with  the  most 

perfect  esteem,  etc., 

B.  Franklin. 


Franklin  to  the  President  of  Congress. \ 

Passy,  April  I2th,  1785. 

Sir:  M.  de  Chaumont,  who  will  have  the  honor  of  prosonting  this  line  to  your  ex* 
celloncy,  is  a  young  gcntlonian  ofoxcellunt  character,  wIiuho  father  was  one  of  our  most 
early  friends  in  this  country,  whicli  ho  manifested  by  crediting  us  with  a  thousand 
barrels  of  gunpowder  and  other  military  stores  in  177G,  bofure  we  had  provided  any 
apparent  moans  of  payment,  lie  has,  an  1  understand,  some  demands  to  make  on 
Congress,  the  nature  of  which  1  am  unacquainted  with  ;  but  my  regard  for  the  family 
makes  me  wish  that  they  may  obtain  a  speedy  consideration,  and  such  favorably 
issue  as  they  may  a)>pear  to  merit. 

To  this  end  I  beg  leave  to  recommend  him  to  your  countenance  and  protection, 

and  am,  with  great  respect,  etc., 

I?.  Franklin. 

•  From  two  very  difTcrent  sources,  Jefferson  and  Mansussoh  Cutler,  we  have  notices 
in  their  letters  of  Frankliu^s  graciousness  in  his  extreme  age  to  visitors,  as  well  as 
of  the  comfort  he  took  in  his  home. 

1 2  Sparks'  Dip.  Rev.  Corr.,  519. 
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Franklin  to  Count  de  Vergenne$.* 

PA88T,  Mny  3d,  178S. 

8ir:  I  bave  tho  honor  to  acquaint  your  czccUenoy  that  I  havo  at  loDgth  obUMoed, 
and  yostorday  reoeivod,  tho  porniission  of  Congress  to  retam  to  America.  As  my 
mahidy  makes  it  impracticablo  for  me  to  pay  my  devoirs  at  Versailles  persoaally, 
may  I  beg  the  favor  of  you,  sir,  to  express  respectfully  for  me  to  his  raijesty  the  deep 
sense  I  have  of  all  the  inestimable  heneflts  his  goodness  has  conferred  on  my  conn- 
try  ;  a  sentiment  that  it  will  be  the  business  of  tho  little  remainder  of  life  now  left 
me  to  impress  equally  on  tho  minds  of  all  my  countrymen.  My  sincere  prayers  are 
that  God  may  shower  down  his  blessings  on  the  king  and  queen,  their  children,  and 
all  the  royal  family,  to  the  latest  generations  I 

Permit  me,  at  the  same  time,  to  olTer  you  my  thankful  acknowledgments  for  the 
protection  and  countenanco  yon  afforded  me  at  my  arrival,  and  your  many  favors 
daring  my  residence  bore,  of  which  I  shall  always  retain  tho  most  grateful  remem- 
brance. 

My  grandson  would  have  had  the  honor  of  waiting  on  you  with  this  letter,  but  he 
has  been  some  time  ill  of  a  fever. 

With  the  greatest  cstoom  and  respect,  and  host  wishes  for  tho  constant  prosperity 
of  yourself  and  all  your  amiable  family,  I  am,  sir,  your  excellency's  most  obedient 
and  most  humble  servant, 

B.  Frankuk. 


Rayneval  to  Franklin,^ 

[Translation.] 

Versaillbs,  May  8,  1785. 
8iR:  I  have  learned  with  the  greatest  concorn  that  you  are  soon  to  leave  us.  You 
will  carry  with  you  the  afTcctions  of  all  Franco,  for  nobody  has  been  more  esteemed 
than  you.  I  shall  call  on  you  at  Passy,  to  desire  you  to  retain  for  me  a  share  in  your 
remembrance  and  renew  to  yon  personally  the  assurances  of  the  most  perfect  attach- 
ment with  which  I  have  tho  honor  to  bo,  sir,  etc., 

Dr  Raynrval. 


Franklin  to  Jay^  secretary  of  foreign  affairs,  t 

Passy,  May  10,  1785. 

Drar  fc5iR:  I  received  your  kind  letter  of  Mio  8Mi  of  March,  inclosing  tho  resolution 
of  CongresH  perinttting  my  return  to  Aniorico,  for  which  1  am  very  thankful,  and  am 
now  preparing  to  depart  the  (irHt  good  opportunity.  Next  to  the  ple:i8ure  of  rejoin- 
ing my  own  family  will  be  that  of  seeing  you  and  yours  well  and  happy,  and  cm- 
bracing  once  more  my  little  friend,  whose  singular  attachment  to  me  I  shall  always 
remember. 

I  shall  be  glad  to  render  any  acceptable  service  to  Mr.  Randall.  I  conveyed  the 
bayberry  wax  to  Ab1)6  de  Clialut,  with  your  compliments,  as  you  desired.  lie  returns 
his  with  many  thanks.  Bo  plrancd  to  make  my  respectful  compliments  acceptable  to 
Mrs.  Jay;  and  believe  me  ever,  with  sincere  and  great  respect  and  esieeni,  etc., 

B.  FRANKLnr. 

P.  8. — The  striking  of  the  medals  being  now  in  agitation  here,  I  send  tho  inclosed 
for  consideration.  B.  F. 


*'  2  Sparks*  Dip.  Rev.  Corr.,  520.  Ibid.,  621. 
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FraukUn  to  Charlci  Tkomion,* 

m 

Passt,  May  10,  1785. 

Dkar  Sir:  An  old  gentleman  in  SwitEerlandi  long  of  the  magistracy  there,  having 
written  a  book  entitled  Da  Gouvernement  dee  McDars,  which  is  thought  to  contain 
many  mattero  that  may  bo  useful  in  America,  desired  to  Icnow  of  me  how  he  could 
convey  a  nnmber  of  the  printed  copies,  to  be  distributed  gratis  among  the  members  of 
Congress.  I  advirad  his  addressing  the  package  to  you  by  way  of  Amsterdam,  whence 
a  friend  of  mine  would  forward  it.  It  is  accordingly  shipped  there  on  board  the  Van 
Berckelf  Capt.  W.  Campbell.  There  are  good  things  in  the  work ;  but  his  chapter  on 
the  liberty  of  the  press  appears  to  me  to  contain  more  rhetoric  than  reason. 
With  great  esteem  I  am,  ever,  etc., 

B.  Franklin. 


VergenneM  to  FrankliuA 

[TnmsUition]  f 

Vkrsaillrs,  May  22,  1785. 

Sir:  I  have  learnt  with  muoh  concern  of  your  retiring,  and  of  your  approaching 
departure  for  America.  Yon  can  not  doubt  but  that  the  regrets  which  you  will  leave 
will  be  proportionate  to  the  consideration  yon  so  Justly  enjoy. 

I  can  assure  you,  sir,  that  the  est«em  the  king  entertains  for  yon  does  not  leave  you 
anything  to  wish ;  and  that  his  majesty  will  leant  with  ronl  satisfaction  that  your 
fellow-eitisens  have  rewarded  in  a  manner  worthy  of  you  the  important  services  that 
you  have  rendered  them. 

I  beg,  sir,  that  yon  will  preserve  for  me  a  share  in  your  remembrance,  and  never 
donbt  the  sincerity  of  the  interest  I  take  in  your  happiness.  It  is  founded  on  the 
sentiments  of  attachment  of  which  I  have  assured  you,  and  with  which  I  ha\e  the 
honor  to  be,  etc., 

Dr  Vjcroknnks. 


Castriea  to  Franklin, \ 

(Translntion.] 

Vriisailles,  July  10,  1785. 

Sir:  I  was  not  apprised  until  within  a  few  hours  of  llio  arrangements  which  you 
have  made  for  your  departure.  Had  I  been  informed  of  it  sooner  I  should  have  pro- 
posed to  the  king  to  order  a  frigate  (.o  convey  you  to  your  own  country  in  a  manner  suit- 
able to  the  known  importance  of  the  services  you  have  been  engaged  in,  to  the  esteem 
you  have  acquired  in  France,  and  the  particular  esteem  wJiich  his  nii^josty  entertains 
for  you. 

I  pray  you,  sir,  to  accept  my  regrets,  and  a  renewed  assurance  of  the  most  entire 
consideration  with  which  I  have  the  lienor  to  be,  sir,  your  very  humble  and  obedient 
servant, 

Dr  Castries. 

* 2  Sparks'  Dip.  Rev.  Corr.,  521.  t  Ibid.,  522.  t  Ihid,  523. 
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Franklin  to  Jay,  Meeretirif  of  foreUfn  affain.* 

'  PuiLADRLPiiiA,  Sepiembm'  19,  1785. 

Sir:  I  have  tbe  honor  to  acqnaint  you  that  I  left  Parts  tho  12th  of  July,  and, 
agreeable  to  the  permission  of  Congress,  am  returned  to  my  own  conntry.  Mr. 
Jefferson  had  recovered  his  health,  and  was  mnch  esteemed  and  respects  there. 
Our  joint  letters  have  already  informed  you  of  our  late  proceedings,  to  which  I  hare 
nothing  to  add,  except  that  the  last  act  I  did,  as  minister  plenipotentiary  for  makioic 
treaties,  was  to  sign  with  him,  two  days  before  I  came  away,  the  treaty  of  friend- 
ship and  commerce  that  had  been  agreed  on  with  Prussia,t  and  which  was  to  be  car- 
ried to  Tlie  Hague  by  Mr.  Short,  there  to  be  signed  by  the  Baron  Thnlemeyer,  on  tbe 
part  of  the  king,  who,  without  the  least 'hesitation,  had  approved  and  conceded  to 
the  new  humane  articles  proposed  by  Congress.  Mr.  Short  was  also  to  call  at  Lon- 
don for  the  signature  of  Mr.  Adams,  who  I  learnt,  when  at  Southampton,  was  well 
received  at  the  British  court. 

The  Captain  Lamb,  who  in  a  letter  of  yours  to  Mr.  Adams  was  said  to  be  coming 
to  us  with  instructions  respecting  Morocco,  had  not  appeared,  nor  had  we  beard 
anything  of  him  ;  so  nothing  had  been  done  by  us  in  that  treaty. 

I  left  the  court  of  France  in  tho  same  friendly  disposition  towards  the  United 
States  that  wo  have  all  along  experienced,  though  concerned  to  find  that  our  credit 
is  not  better  supported  in  tho  payment  of  the  interest-money  duo  on  our  loans,  which, 
in  case  of  another  war,  must  be,  they>  think,  extremely  projudiciul  to  us,  and  Indeed 
may  contribnte  to  draw  on  a  war  the  sooner,  by  affording  our  enemies  the  encourag- 
ing confidonce  that  those  who  take  so  little  care  to  pay  will  not  again  find  it  easy  to 
borrow.  I  received  from  tho  king  at  my  departure  the  present  of  his  piotare  set 
round  with  diamonds,  usually  given  to  ministers  plenipotentiary  who  have  signed 
any  treaties  with  that  court;  and  it  is  at  the  disposition  of  Congress,  to  whom  be 
pleased  to  present  my  dutiful  respects.  , 

I  am,  with  great  esteem  and  regard,  etc., 

B.  Franklin. 

P.  S. — Not  caring  to  trust  them  to  a  common  conveyance,  I  send  by  my  lato.seoro- 

tary,  who  will  have  the  honor  of  delivering  tbem  to  you,  nil  the  original  treaties  1 

have  been  concerned  in  negotiating  that  were  completed.    Those  with  Portugal  and 

Denmark  continue  in  suspense. 

B.  F. 

Of  Franklin's  reception  on  his  return  toPhilJwlelpliiJi,  of  his  election 
ftnd  re-election  to  tho  presidency  of  Pennsylvania;  of  bis  part  in  the 
Constitutional  Oonvention,  this  is  not  the  place  to  speak.  But  it  may  not 
be  improper,  in  closing  this  notice  of  him,  to  refer  once  more  to  tbe 
tribute  paid  him  by  Washington,  given  when  Franklin  was  approaching 
his  end.  I 


1^  ji  ^»  ^  ■ 


•  2  Sparks'  Dip.  Rev.  Corr.,  524. 

tSee  this  treaty  at  large  in  Treaties  and  Conventions  of  the  United  States,  1889, 
p.  899. 
t  See  %upra,  $  113. 
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CHAPTER  XI. 

JOHN  AND  SAMUEL  ADAMS, 

Diplomatic  career.         (  129.  «'Joliii  AilAins  was  a  dolcgato  in  tho  First  CoDiinontal 

Congress,  and  one  of  ibe  most  active,  zealons,  and  efBciont  niom- 
bcrs  of  tbat  body.  For  tbreo  years  bis  labors  in  CongroHS  were  incessant,  and  of  tbe 
most  valuable  kind.  It  is  said  of  biin  tbat  be  belonged  to  more  committees  tban  any 
otber  individuali  and  be  discbarged  tbe  duties  of  eacb  witb  remarkable  promptness 
and  energy. 

"Tbe  foreign  affairs  of  tbe  United  States  baving  assumed  an  important  aspect, 
Mr.  Adams  was  appointed  a  commissioner  to  Franco  in  tbe  place  of  Silas  Dcano,  wbo 
bad  been  recalled.  Tbis  appointment  took  place  on  tbe28tb  of  November,  1777,  and 
in  tbe  following  February  be  embarke<l  from  Boston.  After  a  long  and  disagiceablo 
passage  of  forty-five  days  bo  arrived  in  France.  Here  bo  devoted  bimself  to  tbe 
duties  of  bis  mission,  iu  conjunction  witb  bis  coUeagnes,  till  Dr.  Franklin  was  ap- 
pointed minister  plonipotoutiary  to  tbe  court  of  France,  and  tbe  commission  was 
dissolved.  Having  no  longer  any  cbarge  to  execute  in  Europe,  Mr.  Adams  left  Paris 
on  the  8tb  of  Marcb,  1779,  for  Nantes,  wbere  be  proposed  to  embark  for  bis  own 
country.  Various  accidents  and  unexpected  causes  of  delay  kept  liim  tbore  till  the 
14tb  of  June,  wben  be  sailed  in  tbe  French  frigate  tbe  SenBihUj  in  company  with  M. 
de  la  Luzerne,  who  was  coining  to  tlie  United  States  in  the  character  of  minister 
plenipotentiary,  as  successor  to  M.  Gerard.  Tbe  French  Government  bad  volnutarily 
proffered  to  Mr.  Adams  a  passage  iu  tbis  vessel,  after  bis  disappointment  in  not  sail- 
ing in  the  American  frigate  Alliance^  as  be  first  exx)eoted.  Tbe  Sensible  arrived  iu 
Boston  on  tbe  :kl  of  Angust. 

"But  he  was  not  long  allowed  to  remain  a  spectator  only  of  public  events.  On 
tho  27tb  of  September  be  was  again  chosen  by  Congress  to  represent  his  country 
abroad,  as  minister  plenipotentiary,  for  negotiating  a  treaty  of  peace  and  a  treaty  of 
commerce  with  Great  Britain,  wkou  that  nation  should  be  found  in  a  humor  to  rec* 
ognize  the  independence  of  tho  United  States  and  enter  into  bonds  of  friendship. 
A  task  more  honorable,  momont^us,  and  difficult  could  not  have  awaited  him,  nor 
one  bearing  more  emphatical  testimony  of  the  confidence  of  his  countrymen  in  his 
wisdom,  abilities,  integrity^  and  patriotism.  On  this  second  mission  be  sailed  in  tbe 
same  frigate  which  had  brought  him  from  France;  accommodations  for  tbis  purpose 
baving  been  offered  to  Congress  by  the  French  minister  in  Philadelphia.  The  vessel 
sprang  a  leak  on  the  passage,  and  tbe  captain  was  obliged  to  put  into  Ferrol,  in 
Spain,  where  he  arrived  on  the  8th  of  December.  From  this  place,  that  he  might 
avoid  further  hazards  and  uncertainty  of  a  sea  voyage  in  the  depth  of  winter,  Mr. 
Adams  resolved  to  proceed  by  laud  to  the  point  of  his  destination.  He  reached  Paris 
on  the  9th  of  February.  1780.  The  extreme  badness  of  tbe  traveling  at  this  season 
bad  detained  him  nearly  two  months  on  tbe  road. 

"By  the  terms  of  his  commission  the  place  of  his  residence  was  not  prescribed, 
but  for  the  present  he  chose  to  fix  himself  in  Paris,  as  amicable  relations  already  sub- 
sisted between  the  French  court  and  Congress,  aud  he  was  instructed  to  consult  tbe 
French  ministry  in  regard  to  any  movements  that  might  be  made  in  effecting  a 
treaty  with  England.    He  hold  a  correspondence  witb  Count  de  Vergennes  respect- 
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jiip:  the  tiino  aud  iiiaunor  of  carrying  bis  instraotions  into  exeoatioD  and  on  other 
topics ;  ill  all  of  wliicli,  however,  his  opinions  and  those  of  the  French  minister  were 
somewhat  at  variance.  There  seeming  uo  prospect  that  Great  Britain  wonld  seen 
be  inclined  to  peace,  aud  Mr.  Adams  having  no  special  reasons  for  remaining  aft  the 
French  court,  he  made  a  tour  to  Holland  in  the  beginning  of  Angnst,  leaving  hie 
secretary,  Mr.  Dan;i|  at  Paris. 

"Meantime  Congress  had  assigned  liini  another  duty.  Mr.  Henry  Laarens  had 
been  appointedi  as  early  as  November,  1779|  to  negotiate  a  loan  of  ten  millione 
abroad,  bnt  having  been  prevented  by  various  causes  from  departing  on  this  serriee. 
Congress,  on  the  20th  of  June  followiug,  authorized  Mr.  Adams  to  engage  in  the 
undertalting,  aud  proiecute  it  till  Mr.  Laurens  or  some  other  person  in  his  stead 
sliould  arrive  in  Europe.  This  commission  reached  Purls  four  weeks  after  he  had 
loft  that  city,  and  Mr.  Dana  proceeded  with  it  to  Holland.  Efforts  were  immediately 
niailo  to  procure  a  loan  in  that  country,  which  were  for  a  long  time  ineffectual,  bat 
which  at  lost  succeeded. 

'*Mr.  Laurens  sailed  for  Holland  in  August,  1780,  but  was  captured  a  few  days 
afterwards  by  a  British  frigate,  which  conveyed  him  to  Newfoundland,  whenoe  he 
was  sent  to  England  and  imprisoned  in  the  Tower.  When  this  intelligence  reached 
Congress,  it  was  resolved  to  transfer  his  appointment  to  another  person;  and  on  the 
2i>th  of  December  Mr.  Adams  was  commissioned  to  negotiate  a  treaty  of  amity  and 
eommerce  witli  the  United  Provinces,*  and  ho  was  furnished  with  separate  letters  of 
credence  as  minister  plenipotentiary  to  the  States-General  and  to  the  Prince  of  Or- 
ange. The  state  of  parties  in  Holland,  and  particularly  the  influence  of  England 
there,  rendered  unavailing  all  advances  of  the  American  minister  towards  a  treaty. 

"  It  having  been  intimated  to  Mr.  Adams,  by  the  Due  do  la  Vauguyon,  French 
ambassador  in  Holland,  that  a  treaty  of  peace  was  in  prospect  through  the  mediation 
of  Russia  and  Austria,  aud  that  Count  de  Vergennes  would  be  glad  to  see  him  on  the 
subject  at  Versaillos,  he  sot  off  for  Paris  on  the  6th  of  July,  1781.  He  had  several 
interviews  with  the  Count  de  Vorgouuos  and  a  correspondence  of  some  length. 
After  reinaiuiiig  tbrno  weeks  at  Paris  and  Versailles  without  perceiving  any  apparent 
indications  that  this  project  for  a  negotiation  would  come  to  maturity,  he  returned 
again  to  Holland. 

'*Oii  the  14th  of  June  Congress  appointed  four  other  commissi  oners,  in  conjunction 
with  Mr.  Adams,  to  negotiate  a  treaty  of  peace;  jianioly,  Benjamin  Franklin,  John 
Jay,  Henry  Laurens,  and  Tlionuui  Jefferson,  and  the  first  commission  of  Mr.  Adams 
for  this  purpose  wns  aninilled. 

"A  niisunderstanding  having  grown  up  between  England  and  the  United  Provinces 
chiolly  on  account  of  the  part  taken  by  the  latter  in  joining  the  northern  powers  to 
carry  into  operation  the  plan  of  the  armed  neutrality,  the  French  court  thought  it 
a  good  opportunity  for  the  United  States  to  seek  a  treaty  of  alliance  with  Holland. 
This  step  was  accordingly  rocomnionded  to  Congress  through  the  French  minister  at 
Philadelphia,  and,,  in  conseQuonco  of  this  suggestion,  now  powers  wore  conferred. on 
Mr.  Adams,  date<l  August  the  16th,  by  which  he  was  conimissionod  to  negotiate  a 
treaty  of  alliance  with  Holland,  limited  in  duration  to  the  continuance  of  the  war 
with  England,  and  conformable  to  the  treaties  then  subsisting  with  France. 

"The  political  relations  between  the  several  provinces  of  Holland  were  such, 
however,  that  the  process  of  negotiation  went  on  heavily  and  slowly.  The  English 
interest  still  continued  strong,  even  after  the  war  had  begun,  and  embarrassments 
of  various  kinds  were  thrown  in  the  way,  which  required  no  common  share  of 
sagacity,  firmness,  and  perRevcrance  to  overcome.  All  these  at  length  yielded;  and 
on  the  8th  of  October,  1782,  a  treaty  of  coninierco  between  the  United  States  and 
Holland,  and  a  convention  concerning  recaptures  wore  signed  at  The  Hague. 

"Dr.  Franklin  and  Mr.  Jay  had  now  been  for  three  or  four  months  actively  en- 


*  The  Netherlands. 
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gaged  in  the  negotiRtion  of  peace  at  Paris.  Having  thus  bronght  aflfairs  to  a  happy 
issne  in  Hollnndy  Mr.  Adams  hastened  to  join  the  commissioners,  and  arrived  in  Paris 
before  the  end  of  October.  From  that  time  till  the  preliminary  articles  were  signed, 
November  the  30th,  lie  applied  himself  unremittingly  with  Ins  colleagues  to  the 
details  of  the  negotiation.  He  also  took  part  in  the  discussions  respecting  the  de- 
finitive treaty  which  followed  from  time  to  time,  and  was  one  of  the  signers  of  that 
instrnmeot. 

"In  the  winter  of  1784  he  was  in  Holland.  In  January,  1785,  he  was  appointed 
the  first  American  minister  plenipotentiary  to  the  court  of  St.  James.  While  in 
England  he  wrote  his  Defense  of  the  American  Constitutions.  In  the  year  1788  per- 
mission was  granted  him  to  return  home,  where  he  arrived  after  an  absence  of  almost 
nine  years,  during  the  whole  of  which  period  ho  had  been  employed  in  services  of 
the  highest  responsibility  and  importance.  He  was  shortly  aHorwards  electeil  Vice- 
President  of  the  United  States,  under  the  first  presidency  of  Washington."  (8 
Sparks'  Dip.  Rev.  Corr.,  5^4-536.) 

Of  Adams' election  in  1785  as  minister  to  England,  Jones,  in  a  letter  to  Madison  of 
March  30,  thos  writes: 

"J.  Adams  is  appointed  minister  to  conrt  of  London,  outvoting  R.  R.  Living- 
ston and  Rutledge— -Adams,  8;  Livingston,  3;  Rutledge,  2.  The  first  vote— Adams, 
6;  Livingston,  5 ;  Rutledge,  2.  Virginia  and  Maryland  at  first  voted  for  Livingston, 
but  went  over  to  Adams  finally."    (Letters  of  Joscpli  Jones,  142.) 

See,  for  an  interesting  estimate  of  Adams*  position,  Trescot's  Diplomacy  of  the 
Revolution,  121. 

Courage  and  oratoricfti  powers.      |  130.  *4Hi8  patriotism  was  ardeiit  and  even 

fierce;  attempts  to  corrupt  or  intimidate  bim 
would  only  have  intensified  its  fires.  He  was  capable  of  bold,  sadden 
action,  and  he  could  defend  such  action  by  oratory  singularly  thrilling; 
exhibiting  like  lightning  the  path  and  the  perils  ahead,  and  in  doing  so 
dazzling  as  well  as  guiding.  •  •  •  jje  was,  an  Jefi'erson  said,  the 
Colossus  on  whom  depended,  so  far  oratorical  ellect  was  concerned,  the 
contest  for  independence."  * 

RoBistaooo  to  dominant  In-        §  131.  Walter  Scott  tclIs  of  a  Scotch  laird  who, 

'  when  he  was  asked  by  an  Englishman  as  to 
James  I,  said  :  '<  Ken  yo  an  aiief  Gin  1  liold  him  ho  bites  you  ;  gin 
you  hold  him  ho  bites  mo."  Just  the  opposite  Wivs  Adams.  lie  could 
not  be  ''  held  "  by  anybody.  If  ho  suspected,  and  in  such  matters  sus. 
picion.  was  natural  to  him,  any  attempt  to  <^  IioUl "  him,  whether  by  undue 
political  pressure,  as  he  thouglit  was  the  attitude  to  him  of  France,  or 
by  apersusisive  subtle  supremacy,  as  certainly  was  tlie  case  with  Frank- 
lin, he  resented  and  justified  liis  resontmont  to  himself  by  honestly  in- 
vesting its  objects  with  the  attributes  they  would  liave  had  if  his  suspi- 
cions were  true.  Tliese  antagonisms  as  between  the  various  govern- 
ments with  which  he  came  in  contsict  he  distributed  with  impartiality, 
with  this  distinction,  thsvt  the  one  with  which  he  had  most  closely  to 
deal  was  the  one  whoso  faults  he  saw  at  the  time  most  plainly.  "  He 
has  a  sound  head  on  substsmtial  points,"  said  JefTerson,  when  speak- 


*  3  Dig.  Int.  Law,  2  ed.,  p.  927,  where  Adams'  action  on  the  peace  commissioa  is 

examined  at  large. 
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ing  of  him  on  February  14, 1783,  to  Madisoo  in  a  letter  beietofore  iinpab- 
lisbcd,*  <*and  I  think  he  has  integrity.  I  am  glad  therefore  that  he  is  on 
the  commission  (to  negotiate  peace,  a  position  Jefferson  had  deoHned), 
and  expect  he  will  l>e  useful  in  it  Eis  dislike  of  all  parties  and  aUmeHj 
by  balancing  his  pr^udicesj  may  give  the  same  fair  play  to  his  reason  as  a 
general  benignity  of  temper. ^^ 
In  a  subsequent  letter  Jefferson  said: 

*•  You  know  the  opinion  I  fonnorly  entortainod  of  my  friond  Mr.  Adanm.  •  •  • 
1  aftorwards  saw  proofs  wliioh  coiiyictod  bun  of  vanity  and  a  blindness  to  it  of  which 
no  germ  appeared  in  Congress.  A  seven  months*  intimacy  with  him  here  (in  Paris) 
and  as  many  weeks  in  London  have  given  me  opportunities  of  studying  him  closely. 
He  is  vain,  irritable,  and  a  bad  oalcnlator  of  the  force  and  probable  effects  of  the 
motives  which  govern  men.  This  Is  aU  the  ill  which  can  iiossibly  be  said  of  him.  He 
is  as  disinterested  as  the  being  who  made  him ;  he  ib  profound  in  his  views  and  aecn- 
late  in  his  Judgment,  except  when  a  knowledge  of  the  world  Is  necessary  to  form  a 
Judgment.  He  is  so  amiable,  that  I  pronounce  you  will  love  him  If  ever  yon  become 
acquainted  with  him.  He  would  be,  as  he  was,  a  great  man  In  Congress."  (Jeffenon 
to  Bfadison,  January  30,  1767,  2  Jefferson's  Works,  107.) 

But  the  **  balaueiug"  did  not  take  place  except  on  the  rare  occasions 
in  which  the  parties  who  pressed  against  him  were  in  equal  proximity. 
He  declared,  it  is  true,  as  we  will  see  hereafter,  that  he  distrusted  sXL 
European  states.t  It  was,  however,  only  as  to  the  state  witli  which  he 
was  at  the  time  brought  into  contact  that  this  distrust  took  overt  shape. 
When  he  was  minister  in  England  his  spirit  rose  within  him  at  the 
humiliations  there  imposed  upon  him.  When  he  was  in  France  he  was 
a  good  part  of  the  time  in  a  state  of  irrepressible  irritation  at  Vergennes 
and  at  the  whole  French  system.  \  So  it  was  in  the  controversies  between 
Franklin  and  Arthur  Lee.  Adams  had  been  for  years  in  close  alliance 
with  the  Lee  family,  but  this  by  itself  would  not  have  decided  him  to 
espouse,  as  he  said,  Arthur  Lee's  cause  agsvinst  Franklin.  §  Arthur  Lee, 
erratic,  suspected  by  Vergennes  of  at  least  want  of  caution  in  keeping 
state  secrets,  without  patience  or  tact  or  diplomatic  skill,  could  never 
have  impinged  upon  Adams ;  whereas  Adams  found  himself  when  in 
Paris  surrounded  and  confined  by  the  all-subduing  influence  of  Frank- 
lin. Even  when  it  was  notorious  that  he,  with  Arthur  Lee,  formed  a  ma- 
jority in  the  legation  and  were  ready  at  any  moment  to  overrule  Frank- 
lin, yet  it  was  to  Franklin  that  both  the  French  and  English  ministries 
turned,  as  if  ho  were  not  only  the  sole  representative  of  the  United  States 
in  Europe,  but  as  if  ho  was  endowd  with  plenipotentiary  power.  This 
could  not  be  helped,  yet  it  was  intolerable  to  Adams.    He  declared  to 


*  MS8.  Department  of  state.  Since  the  above  was  written  this  extract  has  been 
published  in  the  appendix  to  tbo  second  volume  of  Bancroft's  History  of  tbe  Cousti- 
tution. 

f  See  3  John  Adams'  Works,  31G. 

X  Instances  of  this  are  referred  to  in  index,  title  Adams. 

$  A  letter  from  Jolui  Adams  to  Samuel  Adams,  dated  at  Passy,  December  7,  1778, 
and  oriticisinf^  witli  jccreat  freedom  his  associates  in  tbe  American  legation  at  Paris, 
will  be  found  in  9  Mag.  of  Amer.  History,  467. 
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Liviugston  on  July  18, 1783,  tliathis  position  in  Ptvris  ia  <<  anniliilatioii ;" 
and  again,  on  August  2, 1783,  that  he  '*  >YOuld  rather  bo  a  door-keeper 
in  GoDgroBS  than  remain  in  Paris  as  I  have  done  for  the  last  hve 
months;"*  and  even  when  he  had  Arthur  Lee  to  sustain  him,  he  found 
himself  obliged  to  say  that  no  matter  what  aiTangemeut  the  commis- 
Hioners  might  make  among  themselves,  to  Franklin  alone  would  foreign  ' 
diplomatists  look  as  the  possessor  of  authority.  There  could  be  no  equi- 
poise of  dislikes  under  such  a  condition.  No  man  of  Adams'  ability,  ambi- 
tion, and  vanity  would  have  consented  to  be  thus  reduced,  as  Adams  said, 
to  a  cipher.  In  some  important  respects  this  was  unfortunate.  It  led 
him  in  his  bitterness  to  take  wrong  views  both  of  Franklin  and  of  diplo- 
macy in  general.  '*  No  man,"  he  declared  to  Gerry  on  September  3, 
1783,  <<  will  ever  be  pleasing  at  a  court  in  general  who  is  not  depraved 
in  his  morals  or  warped  from  your  interest43."  It  added  new  vigor  to 
the  pertinacity  witli  which  he  insisted  on  those  abortive  and  indecorous 
missions  to  foreign  courts  which  did  so  much  to  prejudice  our  position 
abroad,  and  which  were  not  the  less  unsuccessful  from  the  fact  that  ho 
advised  such  of  those  uunisters  as  he  had  influence  with  to  distrust  both 
Franklin  and  France.  It  came  near,  through  the  indiscreet  censures  on 
France  and  Yergennes  which  he  volunteered  to  Yergennes  in  corre- 
spondence and  through  the  publicity  with  which  he  charged  France 
with  selfishness  and  duplicity,  in  breaking  up  our  friendly  relations  with 
France,  and  it  might  have  achieved  that  disastrous  triumph  if  he  had 
succeeded  in  influencing  Congress  to  retain  Arthur  Lee  iiv  the  Pnris 
mission  and  to  disgrace  Franklin.  It  led  him  during  the  peace  nego- 
tiations to  opiK)se  Franklin's  distinctive  view  that  the  treaty  was  not  a 
mere  grant  of  independence  from  Britain  but  a  partition  of  the  British 
Empire,  leaving  the  United  States  in  the  same  position  as  it  left  what 
remained  of  the  British  Empire,  as  to  rights  not  speciOcally  distributed. 
It  made  him  at  least  iudiflereut  to  Franklin's  proposition  for  an  assump- 
tion by  the  United  States  of  loyalist  indemnities  in  exchange  for  the 
cession  of  Canada.  But  the  fault  was  in  a  largo  measure  in  the  action 
of  Congress  by  which  the  Paris  legation  was  placed  in  the  hands  of  a  i 
committee  of  ministers  each  with  indeterminate  powers,  t  And  it  is 
eminently  to  Adams'  credit  that  he  perceived  this,  and  advised  Con- 
gress to  retain  for  the  French  legation  Franklin  as  sole  minister.  When, 
however,  the  peace  commission  was  organized  it  seemed  necessary  for 
this  special  purpose  to  constitute  it  in  such  a  way  as  to  have  in  it  repre- 
sentatives from  the  several  sections,  and  to  relieve  Franklin  from  the 
enormous  responsibility  which  would  have  been  cast  on  him  by  being, 
the  sole  envoy  for  paciflcation;  and  in  this  point  Franklin  and  Adams 
concurred. 

How  far  influenced  by  van.        §132.  "I  then,"  subscqucutly  Said  Hamilton, 

when  speaking  of  his  own  observations  as  a  mem- 

•  See  >  Johu  Adams'  Works,  109,  130.  t  See  supra,  i  IOC,  ff- 
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ber  of  Congress,  "adopted  an  opiuiou,  which  all  my  subseqaent  ezpe- 
rieuce  has  coiifirined,  that  he  is  a  mau  of  an  imagitiatioii  sublimated 
and  eccentric,  propitious  neither  to  the  regular  display  of  sooiid  Jndg- 
lueut  nor  to  sternly  perseverance  in  a  systematic  plan  of  condaoti  and  I 
began  to  perceive,  what  has  since  been  too  manifest,  that  to  this  defect 
are  added  the  unfortunate  foibles  of  vanity  without  bonds  and  a  jeal- 
ousy capable  of  discoloring  every  object  Strong  evidence  of  some  traits 
of  this  character  is  to  be  found  in  a  journal  of  Mr.  Adams,  which  was 
sent  by  the  then  secretary  of  foreign  affairs  to  Gongress.  The  reading 
of  this  journal  extremely  embarrassed  hiii  friends,  especially  the  dele- 
gates of  Massachusetts,  who  more  than  once  interrupted  it,  and  at  last 
succeeded  in  putting  a  stop  to  it,  on  the  suggestion  that  it  bore  the 
marks  of  a  private  and  confidential  paper,  which  by  some  mistake  bad 
gotten  into  its  present  situation,  and  never  could  have  been  designed 
as  a  public  document  for  the  inspection  of  Congress.  The  good  hamor 
of  tliat  body  yielded  to  the  suggestion."* 

In  this  journal  occurred  the  passage  quoted  by  Hamilton:  <*The  com- 
pliment of  <  Monsieur,  vous  Otes  le  Washington  de  la  n^gociatton'  was  re- 
peated to  me  by  more  than  one  person.  *  *  *  A  few  of  Uiese  compli- 
ments would  kill  Franklin  if  they  should  come  to  his  ears."  t  In  a  letter, 
heretofore  unpublished,  of  December  7, 1783,  from  Osgood,  a  Massachu- 
setts delegate,  to  Adams,  %  the  reading  of  this  journal  is  thus  noticed: 

"  You  wiU  pardon  mo  in  candidly  nioationing  to  yon  tbe  effecte  of  yoor  long  Joar- 
nnl,  forwarded  aftor  tbo  signing  of  tho  provisional  treaty.  It  was  read  by  tho  secre- 
tary in  CungrosA.  It  wns  too  niinnte  for  tbo  delicacy  of  several  of  tbe  goutlemeu. 
Tbey  appeared  very  nuicb  disposed  to  make  it  appear  ridiculous." 

There  is  a  simplicity  in  recording  such  incidents  as  these  and  report- 
ing them  to  Gongress,  wbich  is  at  least  inconsistent  with  guile  as  well 
as  with  a  capacity  to  judge  of  the  edbct  of  such  communications  upon 
others;  but,  aside  from  this,  such  keen  susceptibility  to  praise,  with  its 
counterpoise  of  irritivtion  and  resentment  at  the  withholding  of  praise, 
is  not  a  characteristic  of  a  safe  negotiator.  Had  Adams  been  sole  min- 
ister at  Paris  at  the  time  when  he  addressed  Vergennes  in  terms  of  such 
irritation  that  Vergennes  declined  to  have  further  intercourse  with  him, 
our  alliance  with  France  might  have  been  imperiled.  Had  Adams 
been  tho  sole  negotiator  of  peace  in  1782  it  is  by  no  means  sure  that, 
subject  as  he  was  on  the  one  side  to  the  attraction  of  flattery,  on  the 
other  side  to  the  repulsion  of  suspicion,  the  immense  concessions  of 


•  G  Hamilton's  Works,  by  Lodge,  31K5. 

t  3  Jobn  Adams'  Works,  30U. 

I  Bancroft's  MSS. 

Samuel  Osgood  was  born  in  1748,  became  a  niercbant  in  Boston,  served  in  tbe  Cod- 
tinental  Army  in  1775;  loft  tbo  army  in  177G ;  was  a  delegate  from  Massacliosetts  to 
Congress  between  1780  and  1784 ;  was  Postmaster-General  in  1789-17111,  and,  on  re^ 
moving  to  New  York  became  naval  officer  of  tbe  port  of  New  York  from  1803  till  his 
deatb  in  1813. 

Dnring  tbe  Revolution,  when  in  Congress,  be  was  a  strong  supporter  of  Samuel 

Adams. 

Kin 
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tlie  peace  of  1782,  tbo  result  in  tbe  main  of  Franklin's,  calmness,  tact, 
clear  intellect,  and  comprehensive  patriotism,  would  have  been  ob- 
tained. Tbe  difficulty  was  distrust  of  France,  wbicb  was  then  tbo  \ 
normal  condition  of  Adams'  mind,  partly  because  France  was  locally 
tbe  dominant  political  influence,  partly  because  Franklin  was  supposed 
to  be  unduly  friendly  to  France,  partly  because  bo  considered  bimself 
neglected  by  France,  and  partly  because  be  exaggerated  tbe  bias  of 
France  towanls  Spain.  But  on  this  question  the  following  from  Edward  ' 
Everett  is  well  wortby  of  acceptance : 

"We  have  the  liigliest  admiratiou  of  the  talent,  the  political  courage,  tbe  living 
ardor,  and  tho  nuspotted  purity  of  John  Adams,  the  *  Cohissns  of  independence/ 
None  can  exceed  ns  in  respect  for  tho  Spartan  lirniuess,  tho  matchless  circumspection, 
the  diguiHed  patience  of  Jay.  But  these  sentiments  may  ho  reconciled  with  the  high- 
est respect  for  Franklin's  sagacity,  integrity,  and  patriotiHin,  and  for  the  sincerity  of 
the  French  court.  There  is  no  t^ooJ  that  France  was  i)laying  us  false."  (Everett,  in 
33  North  Amer.  Rev.,  474.) 

zeaiotu  iD^uu»^^rfoniiMioe        §  133.  Whatever  may  be  thought  of  bis  tact  or 

judgment,  of  Adams'  zeal  in  tbe  performance  of 
his  diplomatic  duties  there  can  be  question.  His  letters,  as  given  in 
tbe  following  volumes,  occupy  much  more  space  than  oven  those  of 
Fmnklin.  They  consist  however  in  a  large  measure  of  copious  extracts 
from  foreign  journals,  with  occasional  discussions  of  European  politics. 
In  some  respects  tliey  may  be  useful,  as  giving  notes  of  current  political 
events;  but  they  do  not,  because  they  could  not,  give  us  an  inside  view 
of  political  secrets,  nor  are  tliey  a  satisfactory  record  of  legation  busi- 
ness. That  business  fell  into  tbe  bands  of  Franklin  to  perform  and 
narrate.  Yet  of  Adams'  zeal  and  industry  these  letters  are  abundant 
proof.  And  it  is  difficult  not  to  admire  the  cheerfulness  with  wbicb  be 
obeyed  the  orders  of  Congress,  distasteful  as  they  might  be,  and  tbe 
energy  which  be  threw  into  each  new  duty  imposed  on  him,  however 
onerous,  provided  that  in  tbe  discharge  of  it  be  bad  tbe  leadership. 

chwigee  In  his  views  M  to        §  134.  At  the  outfiot  of  bis  political  Hfo   John 

diplotnMjy.  '  ^ 

Adams,  then  in  full  sympathy  with  bis  eminent 
namesake,  Samuel  Adams,  belonged,  as  we  have  seen,  to  tbe  distinct- 
ively revolutionary  or  "liberative"  school  of  American  statesmen.  • 
The  work  to  be  done,  in  their  view,  was  the  throwing  oiTof  the  British 
yoke,  and  tbe  instrument  of  revolution  was  to  be  earnest  **  militia"  force. 
This  force,  they  held,  when  operating  in  diplomacy,  as  well  as  in  war 
and  finance,  was  to  succeed  by  its  own  vehement  simplicity.  Of  this 
policy  John  Adams  was  the  principal  exponent  in  tbe  line  of  diplomacy. 
To  carry  it  out,  ministers  of  straightforward  earnestness  were  to  be  sent, 
without  invitation,  to  the  leading  European  continental  courts,  demand- 
ing, in  language  not  to  be  too  deferential,  not  merely  recognition,  but 
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pecuutary  aid.  *  Adams  was  tbo  moving  power  whicb  prodaced  this 
multiplication  of  legations.  By  bis  advice,  against  tbatof  Frankliu  and 
Yergennes,  was  Dana  sent  to  Russia  on  a  mission  not  merely  barren 
but  bumiliatiug.  In  accordance  witb  bis  policy  was  tbe  extraordinary 
spectacle  exbibited  of  Izard  remaining  in  Paris  during  tbe  whole  two 
years  of  bis  fanUistic  mission  to  Tuscany,  and  of  Artbur  and  William 
Lee  traversing  central  Europe,  repelled  from  court  to  court  with  a  dis- 
respect which  tbrougb  them  reacbed  tbeir  country,  t  It  was  also  in 
accordance  witb  this  view  tbat  a  blunt  candor  was  adopted  by  Adams 
at  tbe  outset  of  bis  diplomatic  career,  and  tbat,  as  a  result  of  this  can- 
dor, exbibited  in  certain  unnecessary  advice  given  by  bim  to  Vcrgeunes, 
tbe  rupture  already  spoken  of  occurred  between  bim  and  tbat  amiable 
minister.  I 

•Suprttt  J  Ml  1J>,  106. 
t  Supra,  i  IB. 

t  See  HuDtingtoii  to  Adams,  Jan.  10,  1781,  coudeniiiing  ibis  want  of  consideration, 
/    and  also  7  John  Adams'  Works,  353 ;  2  (printed)  Journal  Secret  Session  of  CongresB, 
393. 

Mr.  LfCcky  on  this  topic  thus  speaks:  *'0n  Fobrnary,  1780,  John  Adams  arriTed 
in  Paris  with  iustruotious  to  negotiate  a  treaty  of  commerce  with  Qreai  Britaiu 
in  the  event  of  a  peace,  bnt  bis  relations  witb  Yergennes  were  very  stormy.  Adams 
was  an  able  and  an  honest  man,  and  as  be  liad  been  commissioner  at  Paris  on  the 
recall  of  Silas  Duane,  he  was  not  quite  nuaccustomod  to  European  ways,  bnt  he 
appears  to  have  been  singularly  wanting  in  the  peculiar  tact  and  delicacy  required  in 
a  diplomatist.  Tho  terms  in  which  be  coniplnined  of  the  insutncioncy  of  the  French 
■  expetUtionn  to  Ainoric;i,  the  anxiety  which  he  showed,  at  a  time  when  America  wss 
depending  almost  wholly  upon  French  assistance,  to  represent  his  country  as  com- 
pletely the  equal  of  France,  and  to  disclaim  all  idea  of  obligatiou.  and  the  sturdy  but 
somewhat  pedantic  ropublicanism  with  which  ho  thought  it  necessary  to  assure  the 
minister  of  one  of  tho  most  despotic  sovereigns  in  Europe  thnt '  tho  principle  that  the 
people  have  a  right  to  a  form  of  government  according  to  their  own  Judgments  and 
inclinations  is  in  this  intoUigont  age  so  well  agreed  on  in  the  world  that  it  would  be 
thought  dishonorable  in  mankind  in  general  to  violate  it'  (5  Sparks'  Dip.  Rov.Corr., 
299)  mado  the  worst  possible  impression,  Vorgonnos  positively  nifnsed  to  hold  any 
further  communication  with  any  American  envoy  except  Franklin,  while  Frankliu 
himself  was  only  able  to  smooth  the  troubled  waters  by  disavowing  the  sentiments  of 
his  colleagues.  Vorgcunos  was  perfectly  determined  not  to  make  any  peace  apart 
from  America,  and  he  was  extremely  anxious  not  to  sever  the  interests  of  America 
from  those  of  France,  but  he  feared  greatly  that  if  Adams  were  suffered  to  offer  a 
.  commercial  treaty  a  separate  peace  might  be  made  between  America  and  England, 
'  and  that  the  latter  power  might  then  turn  her  undivided  strength  against  her  Euro- 
pean enemies.  On  the  other  baud,  he  clearly  recognized  that  a  speedy  peace  had  be- 
conioa  capital  interest  to  Franco.  He  was  fully  resolved  not  to  continue  tbe  war  for 
thepurposeof  extending  American  republicanism  to  Canada,  and,  provided  the  inde- 
pendence of  America  wore  actually  established,  he  had  no  wish  to  oblige  England  to 
make  any  recognition  which  might  appear  to  her  a  humiliation.  The  independence 
of  Switzerland  and  Genoa,  he  said,  had  never  been  formally  recognized  by  their  for- 
mer masters,  and  Spain  had  delayed  her  acknowledgment  of  the  independence  of 
Holland  till  long  after  it  hud  been  established  indisputably  as  a  facL"  (4  Lecky'a 
History  of  England,  17G.) 
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He  justified  this  in  a  letter  of  February  21, 1782,  already  quoted,  to 
LivingstOD,  in  which  he  said: 

"Wise  men  know  that  militia  Hometimes  gain  rictorios  over  regular  troops  oven 
by  departing  from  the  rules/'  adding,  *'I  liavo  long  sinco  learned  that  a  man  may 
give  offense  and  yet  succeed/'    (7  John  Adams'  Works,  525, 528.) 

But  it  is  evident  that  as  time  passed  on  he  became  doubtful  as  to 
the  success  of  the  <' militia^  system,  and  of  the  effectiveness  of  an  en- 
tirely unceremonious  and  unsophisticated  mode  of  dealing  with  foreign 
governments.  He  never,  it  is  true,  resorted  to  anything  like  trickery 
in  his  political  procedures,  whether  domestic  or  foreign.  Of  trickery 
he  was  not  only  incapable,  but  his  very  attempt  at  it  would,  from 
the  simplicity  of  his  nature,  have  been  so  transparent  as  to  cease  to  bo 
a  trick.  But  he  began  to  adapt  himself  not  only  to  the  considerate 
regard  for  the  feelings  of  others,  which  is  as  essential  to  diplomatic  as 
it  is  to  social  life,  but  to  the  rules  of  the  ^*  regular"  service,  at  which 
ho  had  previously  so  much  chafed.  As  President  he  was  careful  to  send 
to  foreign  courts  the  most  experienced  and  courteous  statesmen  ho 
could  find.  And  so  far  from  flinging  abroad  ministers  without  assur- 
ances of  their  reception,  he  made  it  a  sine  qua  non  of  his  famous  pacifi- 
catory mission  to  Franco  that  no  ministers  should  go  to  France  unless 
assurances  came  that  they  would  be  received  with  the  respect  due  tUe 
representatives  of  a  powerful  and  independent  state. 

As  to  hi8^oc|n|timi  of  the       §  135.  Qf  hls  chaugc  of  political  views  in  other 

relations  notice  has  been  already  taken;  and  it 
has  been  seen  that  with  the  era  of  peace,  when  the  time  for  destruction 
was  over,  he  left,  perhaps  not  without  some  little  abruptness,  the  ranks 
of  purely  liberative  revolutionary  statcsmtMi,  and  betook  himself  to  tlie 
work  of  building  up  a  system  in  place  of  tliat  to  the  pulling  down  of  which 
he  had  contributed  so  largely.  And  if  in  this  he  is  open  to  criticism,  this 
would  be  not  for  undertaking  constructive  work,  but  for  undertaking 
it  as  something  to  be  started  de  novo.  Under  the  auspices  of  the  con- 
structive statesmen  of  the  Revolution — by  Washington,  Franklin,  Liv- 
ingston, and  Morris,  in  particular — a  constitutional  edifice,  not  without 
great  opposition  from  those  with  whom  Adams  was  politically  associ- 
ated, was  gradually  growing  up  under  the  temporary  scafToldiiig  which 
the  confederate  system  afibrded,  and  this  constitutional  edifice  was 
soon  to  take  final  shape  in  the  Constitution  of  tlie  United  States.  But 
this  work  was  not  helped  by  Adams^  publications  issued  by  him  when 
he  took  up  tlie  position  of  a  constructive.  Honest  and  patriotic  as  he 
was,  it  was  his  tendency  to  overstate  his  csise,  and  the  arguments  ho 
used  to  show  the  importance  of  a  new  and  strong  government  might, 
if  they  had  not  been  qualiQed  by  the  expositions  of  the  Federalist,  have 
driven  from  the  new  constitution  some  of  those  who  gave  it  a  decisive 
support.*    This,  however,  docs  not  belong  to  our  present  range  of  top- 


<■■.. 


•Soo  supra,  J  4. 
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ics.  It  is  euoiigh  here  to  say  that  zealous  as  Adams  was  daring  the 
lievolutiou  for  what  he  called  '*  militia  diploiuacyi"  it  was  not  adopted 
by  him  when  he  took  the  helm  iu  person. 

Samuel  Adama.        §  135^^  The  voluminous  papors  of  Samuel  Adams,  in 

the  possession  of  Mr.  Bancroft,  the  free  inspection  of 
which  he  granted  to  me,  enable  an  accurate  estimate  to  be  made  of  Uio 
character  of  this  remarkable  statesman,  whose  career  they  illustrate. 
In  the  series  of  large  volumes  iu  which  this  correspondence  is  entered 
are  given  not  merely  the  letters  he  received  during  the  lievolution,  but 
drafts  or  copies  of  letters  written  by  him.  Not  only  are  his  iiolitical 
views  here  brought  to  light  without  reserve,  but  in  his  family  letters 
and  in  the  drafts  and  memoranda  of  papers  issued  or  proposed  to  be 
issued  by  him  his  character,  as  well  as  his  life,  are  exhibited  with  a  full- 
ness and  naturalness  which  win  entire  couddence  that  we  have  here 
exhibited  to  us  the  man  as  he  really  was.  And  among  his  character- 
istics we  discover  the  following : 

Incorniptiblo  in  every  sense  of  the  term,  desiring  neither  money  nor 
oilice,  and  incapable  of  being  swerved  from  his  course  by  either ;  accus- 
tomed to  live  with  great  frugality,  and  so  indiiferent  to  money  as  to 
take  no  pains  even  to  make  it  for  his  daily  support,  he  gave  untiring 
energy  and  single-hearted  devotion  to  the  assertion  and  maintenance 
of  the  liberty  of  the  individual  against  authority.  This  principle  he 
gathered  from  the  Puritans  by  whom  Massachusetts  was  settled,  and 
like  them  he  did  not  trouble  himself  with  the  inquiry  how  far  the  liberty 
of  one  man,  if  absolutely  carried  out,  may  not  be  a  deprivation  of  lib- 
erty in  others.  Liberty  of  the  individual  was  under  all  hazards  to  be 
secured  and  all  sorts  of  despotisms  overthrown.  To  enforce  these  views 
he  used  the  town  meetings  of  Massacliusettis  with  skill  and  zeal  that 
knew  no  abatement.  The  field  was  an  admirable  one  for  his  purpose. 
At  these  meetings  there  were  to  be  found  many  high  spirited  and 
determined  men  like  himself  by  whom  the  cause  of  liberty  was  held 
deserving  of  every  s.acrificc,  and  by  these  men  the  town  meetings  were 
controlled,  and  from  them  delegates  were  elected  to  provincial  assem- 
blies and  to  committees  of  corresi)ondence.  In  this  way  men  of  his  own 
type  were  chosen  as  his  associates  in  public  affairs,  and  over  them  his 
influence  was  supreme. 

When  we  read  his  correspondence  we  see  the  source  of  the  elements 
of  this  influence.  lie  controlled  the  elections;  and  such  was  his  aus- 
tere purity  of  character,  so  earnest  and  yet  implacable  his  advocacy  of 
the  principles  he  maintained,  so  keen  the  logic  with  which  ho  carried 
out  these  principles  to  their  extremest  consequences,  that  those  who 
went  to  Congress  under  his  auspices  were  apt  to  remain  in  it  under  his 
control. 

But  devotion  so  uncompromising  to  the  liberty  of  the  individual  could 
not  be  limited  to  resistance  to  autiiority  from  abroad.    By  authority  at 
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bomo  tbis  principle  could  also  bo  put  in  jeopiirdy.  To  bim  the  town 
meeting  was  the  primary  guardian  of  liberty,  and  it  was  because  Con-  ^ 
gress  represented  cither  town  meetings,  or  the  equivalent  of  town  meet- 
ings,' that  be  regarded  it  as  a  proper  depository  of  power.  But  beyond 
this  be  would  not  go.  He  was  for  placing  the  entire  direction  of  public 
affairs  in  the  hands  of  congressional  committees  acting  under  the  im- 
mediate direction  of  Congress ;  and  be  not  only  resolutely  opposed  the 
establishment  of  departments  of  finance  and  of  foreign  affairs,  but  when 
these  de))artment8  were  filled  by  the  election  of  Morris  and  Livingston, 
he  not  only  loolced  on  these  eminent  men  with  distrust  as  intruders  on  i 
the  domain  of  popular  rights,  but  he  almost  uniformly  threw  his  influ- 
ence against  the  measures  they  held  necessary  for  the  public  good.  Nor 
was  this  all.  Washington  was  in  military  affairs  more  or  less  supreme;  ' 
and  while  he  respected  Washington's  moral  chanirCter  and  while  he  was 
not  a  participant  In  any  cabal  for  his  removal,  yet  he  opposed  almost 
every  project  which  Washington  thought  necessary  for  military  success, 
while  hoover  and  overagain  insisted  that  Washington's  *^  Fabian  diiatori- 
ness  "  should  be  overruled  by  perem])tory  congressional  instructions  to  \ 
attack  the  enemy  no  matter  at  what  odds.  And  the  jealousy  with  which 
be  watched  Washington  as  the  embodiment  of  military  power  appears 
from  the  frequent  letters  by  and  to  him  among  his  papers,  in  which  the 
**  Fabian  policy  "  of  the  ^^  great  man  "  is  disapproved  and  his  measures 
for  buildiug  up  the  army  objected  to.  And  this  may  be  attributed  not 
so  much  to  personal  opposition  to  Washington  as  to  his  dislike  of 
executive  authority  and  to  his  acceptance  of  the  view,  elsewhere 
commented  on,  that  in  revolutions  heroic  and  impetuous  force  is  rather 
embarrassed  than  aided  by  the  arts  of  military  and  diplomatic  science, 
and  the  mechanism  constructed  by  these  arts  it  can  sweep  aside  by  its 
natural  onslaught. 

With  Franklin  Samuel  Adams  had  little  correspondence ;  but  among 
his  papers  are  numerous  letters  from  Arthur  Lee,  liichard  U.  Lee,  and  .^ 
William  Lee,  charging  Franklin  with  dissoluteness,  disloyalty,  and 
peculation  ;  and  when  it  was  known  that  Arthur  Leo's  continuance  in 
the  French  legation  would  make  Franklin's  position  intolerable,  Samuel 
Adams  voted  not  only  to  retain  Arthur  Lee,  but  to  humiliate  Franklin 
by  a  resolution  declaring  him  to  be  engaged  in  ^<  dissensions  "  in  that 
legation. 

The  position  of  Congress  when  led  by  Samuel  Adams,  especially  on  t 
the  question  of  enlistments,  was  not  unlike  that  of  the  rarliament  of  1G54 
when  led  by  Bradshaw.    In  both  cases  legislation  deemed  essential  by  . 
the  executive  was  refused.    In  letters  written  by  confidential  agents 
of  the  British  Government  in  1781  and  the  early  part  of  1782  it  was  said 
that  Washington's  only  course  in  order  to  sustain  himself  would  be  to 
follow  the  example  of  Cromwell  and  dissolve  and  even  imprison  the  con-' 
tumacious  legislators;  and  it  was  further  said  that  if  Washington  took 
this  course  he  would  be  supported  by  the  army.    But  Cromwell's  dissolu- 
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tiou  of  parliameiitaiy  govoriimciit  vas  followed  in  a  few  years  by  a 
restoration  of  the  Stnnrts.  Washington's  sabniissioa  to  the  legislatiro 
action,  however  unwise  that  action  was,  was  followed  in  a  few  years  by 
the  call  of  a  Gonstitational  Convention,  of  which  he  was  president^  and 
by  the  adoption  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

Two  causes,  after  the  war  was  over,  contributed  greatly  to  modify 
Samuel  Adams'  jealousy  of  executive  power.  In  tlie  first  place  the 
Continental  Congress  fell  into  a  decrepitude  which  drew  from  him  a 
reluctant  confession  that  it  was  as  a  body  inC/apable  of  £dmiuistering 
the  federal  affairs  of  the  Colonies,  and  that  for  such  purposes  a  stronger 
federal  government  should  bo  instituted.  In  the  second  place  Shay's 
rebellion  showed  tliat  by  town  meetings  the  affairs  of  States  could  not  be 
satisfactorily  governed,  and  that  a  stronger  State  government  was  neces- 
sary to  preserve  the  peace  than  that  which  previously  had  been  his 
ideal.  He  adopted,  as  the  result  of  this  experience,  the  position  that 
both  federal  and  State  government's,  as  co-ordinate  sovereign  powers, 
should  be  supreme  in  their  particular  orbits.  Hence  it  was  that  he 
accepted  the  federal  Constitution  as  reported  by  the  Constitutional  Con- 
vention, on  the  understanding  that  amendments  should  be  adopted  giv- 
ing additional  security  to  individual  liberty  and  State  sovereignty;  and 
that,  when  these  amendments  were  passed  in  substance  as  he  proimsed, 
he  gave  the  Constitution  his  cordial  support.  Hence  also  it  was  that  as 
governor  of  the  State,  in  1794,  1795,  1796,  be  was  resolute  in  maintain- 
ing the  supremacy  of  State  law  as  much  against  popular  tuumlton  the 
one  side  as  federal  aggression  on  the  other.  Yet  till  his  death,  in  1893, 
he  maintained,  while  loyally  accepting  the  federal  Constitntlon,  and 
accepting,  though  not  until  after  long  experience,  the  necessity  of  inve8^ 
ing  the  executive  and  judiciary  with  powers  in  their  fundamental  rela- 
tions co-ordinate  with  the  legislature,  he  w<'vtched  with  his  old  jesilousy 
any  encroachment  of  authority,  whether  federal  or  State,  over  the  limits 
of  the  law,  and  he  continued  to  regcird  England  as  sle  then  was  with  the 
same  distrust  with  wliich  his  Puritan  predecessors  had  regarded  Eng- 
land under  Charles  II  and  lie  himself  had  regarded  England  under  Lord 
North.  This  brought  him  into  antagonism  with  the  federalists, by  whom 
his  election  ns  governor  was  opposed,  and  caused  him  to  doubt  the  wis- 
dom of  Jay's  treaty  and  to  support  Jefferson's  candidacy  for  the  presi- 
dency.   His  life  then  fell  into  three  distinct  eras: 

(1)  That  of  rightful  organization  of  popular  power  to  overthrow  the 
British  rule. 

(2)  That  of  the  wrong-headed  diversion  of  these  forces  for  the  obstruc- 
tion of  the  building  up  an  adequate  revolutionary  government. 

(3)  That  of  the  rightful  and  harmonious  adjustment  of  popular  and  of 
administrative  ])ower,  which  he  advocated  and  enforced  after  the  per- 
fection of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 


CHAPTER  XII. 

ARTHVB  LEE. 

Oattineof  hiatory.         |  i3(j,  Artbnt  Lee,  according  to  the  notice  by  Sparks, 

in  his  Diplomatic  Correspondence  of  the  Bevolutiou, 
was  a  native  of  Virginia,  and  born  on  the  20th  of  December,  1740.  His 
early  education  was  finished  at  Eton  Gollege,  in  England,  whence  lie 
proceeded  to  Edinburgh,  with  a  view  of  preparing  himself  for  the  med- 
ical profession.  Having  gone  through  with  the  usual  courses,  he  took 
the  degree  of  doctor  of  medicine.  After  leaving  Edinburgh  he  traveled 
in  Holland  and  Germany,  and  then  returned  to  Virginia,  where  he  com- 
menced the  practice  of  physic.  Not  well  satisfied  with  this  calling,  he 
resolved  to  abandon  it  and  apply  himself  to  the  study  of  the  law.  He 
went  over  to  London,  and  became  a  student  in  the  Temple  about  tlie 
year  176iJ. 

From  this  perioil  till  the  beginning  of  the  Revohition  Arthur  Lee 
beld  a  correspondence  with  his  brothers,  and  several  other  persons  in 
America,  respecting  the  political  state  of  things  in  England,  and  the 
transactions  relating  to  the  Oolonies.  He  was  warmly  attnclicd  to  the 
interests  of  bis  country,  and  wns  appointed  by  the  assembly  of  Massa- 
c^husetts  to  be  agent  for  that  colony,  as  successor  to  Dr.  Franklin,' 
xvbo  left  England  in  the  spring  of  1775.  In  December  of  the  same  year 
tbe  committee  of  secret  correspondence  requested  Mr.  Lee  to  act  as 
their  secret  agent  in  London,  and  to  transmit  to  them  any  information  ' 
which  he  might  think  important.  He  wrote  to  the  committee  several 
letters  while  acting  in  this  agency. 

When  commissioners  to  the  court  of  France  were  appointed,  Mr.  Jef- 
ferson, one  of  the  numb6r,  declined  accepting  the  appointment,  and  r 
Arthur  Lee  was  put  in  his  place  October  22,  1770.    lie  proceeded  from 
London  to  Paris,  where  he  met  the  other  commissioners.     In  the  springy 
of  1777  he  went  to  Spain,  by  the  advice  of  his  colleagues,  with  the  de- 
sign of  procuring  aid  from  the  Spanish  Government  for  the  United 
States,  in  which  he  was  partially  successful.    On  his  return  to  Paris 
he  made  a  short  tour  to  Vienna  aud  Berlin  for  similar  purposes,  and 
maintained  for  some  time  a  correspondence  of  a  political  nature  with 
Baron  de  Schulenberg,  one  of  the  Prussian  ministers.    Meantime  he 
received  from  Congress  the  ai)pointment  of  commissioner  to  Spain,  but 
be  never  went  out  of  Franco  while  acting  under  this  commission.     It' 
expired  when  Mr.  Jay  was  made  minister  plenipotentiary  to  that  court. 
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Arthar  Leo  returned  to  tbo  United  States  iu  September,  1780,  and 
the  next  year  he  was  chosen  a  representative  to  the  assembly  of  Yir- 
ginia.  By  this  body  he  was  sent  a  delegate  to  Congress.  While  iu  that 
capacity  he  was  made  one  of  a  commission  to  form  treaties  vriUi  the 
Indians  on  the  northwestern  frontiers,  and  was  occupied  several  months 
in  the  duties  of  that  expedition.  Ho  died  in  Virginia,  after  a  short  ill- 
ness, on  the  12th  of  December,  1792.* 

Hi8  poiHiwi^sUion^in  Bng-        §  137,  Of  Arthur  Lee's  course  in  England,  prior 

to  his  removal  to  Paris  in  1770,  we  have  occa- 
sional glimpses.  Abandoning  medicine,  he  became,  after  duo  study,  a 
barrister;  he  was  a  frequent  writer  in  tho  public  prvss,  and  ho  was  in 
])articular  tho  author  of  a  series  of  papei-s  called  Junius  Aniericanui^ 
which  undertook  to  apply  to  British  action  towards  America  the  same 
stylo  of  invective  which  Junius  applied  to  British  affairs.  He  was  an  ac- 
quaintance of  Paul  Wentworth,  whose  ))0(sition  is  described  iu  another 
page ;  t  and  of  their  relations  Governor  Hutchinson  gives  tho  following 
notice  in  his  diary  under  date  of  April  27,  1776 : 

"Paul  Wentworth  caUed;  gavo  nio  a  long  hislory  of  his  conneoHon  with  Mr.  Lee 
(Junius  Amoricanus),  of  his  ondoavor  to  stop  him  from  furtlier  writiugi  aud  of  bU 
poreuading  him  to  go  abroad  next  summer,  and  furniihing  him  with  £300|  whUik  U 
%90Hld  consider  a«  harrowed,  Wislied  his  brother  in  Virginia  might  bo  of  the  connoil 
there,  and  that  Lee  himself  might  have  the  ministry's  countenance  {under  Lard  Korlk),  or 
at  lecist  their  connivancct  for  a  place  iu  the  city  {of  London),  so  as  to  be  fair  for  soo- 
cecding  G)yu,  when  ho  dies,  in  tho  recorder's  place." 

Tho  inference  from  this  is,  that  down  to  the  final  rupture  in  177C 

I  1  Arthur  Leo  did  not  consider  himself  released  from  his  British  allegiance, 

/  but  that,  in  common  with  others  who  afterwards  took  decided  grouud 

I  on  tho  American  side,  he  was  ready  to  accept  ofiicial  position  from  tlie 

I   British  Government,  while   at  tho  same  time  maintaining  what  wcro 

I    then  considered  tho  distinctive  liberties  of  tho  Colonies.    If  Hutchiu* 

/    son  be  correct,  Arthur  Lee's  application,  through  Paul  Wentworth, 

I    was  not  merely  for  some  official  position  iu  Loudon  for  himself,  but  for 

'     a  place  in  the  council  in  Virginia  for  his  brother.    But  tho  utmost  that 

wo  can  gather  from  this  passage  is  that  Arthur  Lee,  in  the  summer  of 

1775,  ngreed  to  abandon  his  ^' Junian"  labors,  and  was  an  applicant  for 

I     the  ministry's  influence  in  order  to  obtain  a  city  oflice.    Tliero  is  notli- 

\    ing,  however,  iu  this  inconsistent  with  loyalty  to  Congress  when  lie 

took  office  under  it  in  177G. 

Uis  counection  with  wiikcu.     §  138.  It  is  principally  in  connection  with  Wilkes 

that  Arthur  Lee,  when  iu  England,  appears  before 
the  public,  lie  distinguished  himself,  so  wo  are  told,  by  an  eloquent 
address  to  the  lord  mayor  of  London,  in  one  of  tho  various  London  c;iin- 
paigns  in  which  Wilkes  was  engaged.]:    "  Our  brother,"  so  writes Willinni 

*  See  lilso  Arthnr  Lou'h  Life,  hy  his  nephew,  Richard  Ilenry  Loo,  Boston,  1S39. 
t/n/ra,  $  208.  t  See  1  Life  of  Arlhur  Leo,  89-a2. 
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Shippeii,  abroUierinlavv,  to  Richard  H.  Lee,  on  August  14, 1 773,  ^'  issliin- 
ing  before  the  livery  of  London  in  much-applauded  speeches  in  favor  of 
Stephen  Sayre  n«  sheriff  of  London,  and  by  his  eloquence  gained  a  great 
majority  of  hands  in  favor  of  Stephen  Sayre  and  Alderman  Plummer. 
What  strange,  impudent  Americans  I  Do  you  remember  Sayre  f  lie 
was  in  Virginia  some  years  ago  soliciting  tobacco  commissions,  and  did 
not  l)ehave  well — was  in  partnership  with  Dr.  Bardt  &  Go.  {sic).  Arthur 
gaine<l  great  applause, says  an  English  paper  of  19th  June."*  Ilislather,!  f) 
William  Lee,  was  elected,  in  1775,  alderman  on  the  Wilkes  ticketr^nd 
in  a  particularly  heated  contest  was  one  of  the  two  aldermen  by  whom 
alone  Wilkes  was  sustained,  t  Arthur  Lee  was  one  of  the  counsel  for 
Stephen  Sayre,{  who  afterwards  became  his  secretary,  when  Sayre  was 
arrested  on  a  charge  of  sedition.  He  wns  himself  defended  by  Wilkes 
when  he  was  charged  with  publishing  certain  letters  which  had  been 
surreptitiously  obtained.§  And  when  Beaumarchais  visited  London  he 
found  Arthur  Lee  at  certain  convivial  assemblages  presided  over  by 
Wilkes,  assemblages  which  Beau marchaia,  himself  by  no  means  squeam- 
ish, declared  to  be  *<  libertine."  ||  As  will  hereafter  be  seen,  Arthur  Leo 
took  with  him  into  public  life  some  at  least  of  the  traditions  of  the  Wilkes 
school,  and  the  same  traditions  were  not  without  their  indnence  on 
Sayre  and  William  Lee,  who  had  entered  public  life  as  the  disciples 
and  associates  of  Wilkes. 

Wilkes*  erii  infliieiice.        §  139.  That  the  school  of  which  Wilkes  was  the 

head  was  singulaily  profligate  and  corrupt  English 
nuthorities  agree: 

"  Wilkes  bacl  till  very  lately  been  known  chiefly  m  one  of  tlie  most  moat  profane, 
lieentioan,  and  agreeable  rakes  about  town.  He  was  a  innn  of  taste,  reading,  and 
ongagiiig  manners.  His  spriglitly  conversation  was  tlio  doliglifc  of  green  rooms  and 
taverns,  and  pleased  even  grave  bearers  when  he  wns  suflicicutly  under  restraint  to 
abstain  from  detailing  (ho  particulars  of  his  amours  and  from  breaking  jests  on  the 
Now  Testament.  His  expensive  debaucheries  forced  liim  to  liavo  recourse  to  the  Jews. 
He  was  soon  a  mined  man,  nnd  determined  to  try  his  clianco  as  a  political  advent- 
urer."   (Macanlay's  Essay  on  Cliatbam ;  Works,  vol.  7,  p.  241.) 

"Wilkes  wos  a  worthless  profligate,  but  be  had  a  rcmarkalde  fiicnlly  of  enlisting 
popular  sympathy  on  his  side;  and  by  a  singular  irony  of  fortune  he  became  in  the 
end  the  chief  instrument  in  bringing  about  three  of  the  greatest  advances  which  our 
coostitation  has  made.''    (4  Greon'»  History  of  Englisli  People,  2*20.) 

"When  only  twenty-two  lie  ninrritMl  a  ricli  heiress  ten  years  older  than  himself,  of 
strict  Methodist  ical  principles,  frc.m  whom  he  was  soon  nflcr  scpnraied,  and  whom  ho 
treated  with  great  baseness.  His  countenance  w.ns  repulsively  ugly.  His  life  was 
scandalously  nnd  notoriously  profligate,  and  he  wos  sometimes  guilty  of  profanity 
which  exceeded  even  that  of  the  vicious  circl<)  in  which  he  lived,  but  he  possessed 
some  qualities  which  were  well  flttcd  to  secure  success  in  life.  He  had  a  brilliant 
nnd  over  ready  wit,  unflagging  spirits,  unfailing  good  humor,  great  personal  courage, 


y. 


*  28  South.  Lit.  Mess.,  184.    As  to  Sayre*s  subsequent  disreputable  history,  see  infrOf 
i$  150,  192  #.      0 

f  Infra,  J  174  ;  19  An.  Reg.,  154.  .,    J  2  Wade's  Junius,  106.  «. 

t  See  *s/ra,  }192.  ' r"  j|  See  3  Mag.  Amcr.  History,  031.  j 
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iiiucli  sbrowdDOss  of  Judgiiiont,  nmoU  oharin  of  manner.  *  *  *  It  is  not  prolwbfe 
that  ho  hail  auy  serious  political  oouviotiousi  but  like  most  ambitions  men,  lis  threw 
biiusclf  into  |>olitic8  as  the  easiest  method  of  acquiring  notoriety  auil  position,  and  bs 
expended  many  tbousaiuds  of  pounds  in  the  venture.  *  *  «  He  took  a  prominent  part 
in  censuring  the  king's  speech  in  1761,  but  liis  speaking  was  cold  and  commonplace,  and 
made  no  impression  on  tlio  Jlouse.  The  North  Britain  however,  which  he  founded 
in  the  following  year,  raised  him  at  once  to  importance.  It  had  little  literary  merit 
beyond  a  clear  acd  easy  stylo,  but  it  skillfully  reflected  and  aggravated  the  popoJar 
hiitreil  of  the  Scotch.  •  •  «  Wilkes,  after  his  release  from  the  Tower,  bad  set  np  a 
private  printing  press  in  his  own  house,  and  among  other  documents  he  had  printed 
u  parody  of  the  Essay  on  Man  callotl  An  Essay  on  Woman,  and  also  a  paraphrase  of 
the  Veni  Creator.  •  ^  •  Both  the  Essay  on  Woman  and  the  imitation  of  the  Veui 
Creator  were  in  a  high  degree  blasphemous  and  obscene."  (3  Leoky 's  History  of  Eng- 
land, 72/.) 

The  House  of  LordH,  before  whom  the  question  was  irregularly 
brought,  voted  the  poems  to  be  a  <<seaudalou8,  obsceue,  aud  impious 
libel,"  aud  though  the  jurisdiction  of  the  house  in  the  matter  has  been 
justly  qucstioued,  there  can  be  no  doubt  of  the  rightfulness  of  the  opin- 
ion it  expressed. 

Wilkes  was  expelled  from  the  house,  and  when  he  was  again  returned 
from  Brentford  by  a  vote  of  1.143  to  206  for  Luttrell,  the  resolution  of 
the  house  declaring  Luttrell  to  have  been  elected  made  Wilkes  for  the 
time  the  representative  of  constitutional  rights. 

"  Few  of  the  most  illnstrious  English  statesmen  have  enjoyed  a  greater  or  nioie 
enduring  popularity,  or  have  exercised  a  more  commanding  power.  When,  in  April, 
1770,  ho  was  released  from  ]>ri8on  Liondon  was  illuminated  for  Joy,  aud  the  wonl 
'  liberty,'  in  letters  throo  fuet  high,  blazed  in  front  of  the  Mansion  House.  In  spite  of 
all  the  efforts  of  the  court  ho  was  elected  successively  alderman  and  sheriff,  and,  after 
a  iierce  struggle  which  l.-uitcd  for  three  years,  lord  mayor,  and  then  once  more  mem- 
ber of  Parliament,  and  he  governed  with  an  almost  absolute  sway  that  city  influence 
which  was  still  one  of  the  great  forces  in  Euglish  politics."  (3  Leoky's  History  of 
England,  143.) 

And  we  now  know  that  Wilkes'  ostentatious  professions  of  liberalism 
were  as  false  a«  his  ostentatious  professions  of  libertinism  were  true. 

How  far  influencing  Artbui        §  140,  Arthur  Lee's  connection  with  Wilkes  is 

of  interest  not  only  as  explaining  some  of  Lee's 
personal  idiosyncrasies — e.  </.,  his  recklessness  in  seiziiif^  any  immediate 
instrument  that  might  produce  a  sensation,  his  indifference  as  to  the 
character  of  the  subordinates  he  employed,  his  daring  restlessness,  bis 
prejudices  against  the  Scotch — but  as  indicating  what  may  have  been 
the  first  impulse  to  the  alienation  which  took  place  between  himself  and 
Franklin  as  soon  as  they  were  compelled  to  act  together.  Frankliubad 
a  distinguished  line  of  acquaintances  in  London,  but  they  none  of  them 
were  among  the  associates  of  Wilkes.  Franklin  naturally  was  much 
honored  by  the  leaders  of  physical  science,  and  in  politics  he  vnxa  from 
time  to  time  consulted  by  Chatham  and  Burke.  But  among  those  who 
were  intimate  with  Wilkes  he  hnd  no  acquaintance,  and  he  seems  even 
to  have  shunned  Lord  Temi)Ie,  who  at  one  period  of  his  turbid  career 
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gavo  Wilkes  his  support.  Of  Wilkes  himself  ho  thus  spoke :  ^*  I  believe 
that  had  the  kiug  had  a  bad  character  and  Wilkes  a  good  one,  the  lat- 
ter might  have  turned  the  former  out  of  his  kingdom,"  and  Franklin 
iu  the  strongest  way  denounced  Wilkes'  appeal  to  the  mob  in  1768.  • 
On  the  other  hand,  among  those  closely  allied  to  Franklin  not  a  single 
follower  of  Wilkes  is  to  be  found.  It  was  natural  therefore  that  the 
adherents  of  Wilkes  should  have  looked  with  resentment  on  Franklin, 
among  whose  friends  they  were  not  included,  and  who  regarded  their 
master  with  such  marked  disapproval. 

^.     ^  ,j      ,  .,       ,,  .         §  141.  The  first  we  hear  as  to  the  Revolution 

The   Golden    Leltani:    tbolr      _*  ,»...  .1,, 

iDdicaUon  of  hontiiitv  to    froui  Arthur  Lee  is  in  the  remarkable  letters  ad- 

WMbloffton  and  Franklin.        ,  -  ,,_,  ,^_  ^^i^*.- 

dressed  to  "Lieutenant-Governor  Golden,"  of 
New  York,  under  date  of  February  13  and  14  and  April  15, 1776.  These 
letters  are  hereafter  given,  with  notes,  under  their  proper  dates.  The 
nnme  of  "  Golden,"  it  is  agreed,  was  adopted  by  Lee  iu  order  to  shcltery 
himself  from  exposure  in  case  of  the  letters  being  intercepted.  Golden^ 
being  an  uncompromising  loyalist,  though  still  iu  New  York.  The 
probability  is«  as  will  be  seen  from  the  notes  hereafter  given,  that  the 
letters  wei-e  trusted  to  a  messenger,  with  directions  to  give  them  to 
Samuel  Adamsor  Lovell,orsomeotherof  Arthur  Lee's  personal  friends.t 
From  these  letters  the  following  inferences  as  to  Arthur  Lee's  positiou 
iu  the  spring  of  1776  may  be  drawn : 

(1)  While  unquestionably,  notwithstanding  the  guarded  language  he 
felt  bound  to  use,  sympathizing  with  the  Golonies,  there  is  nothing  to 
show  that  this  sympathy  was  different  from  that  at  the  time  expressed 
by  liberals  of  the  Chatham  school,  as  then  represented  by  Shelburne. 

(2)  He  had  no  attachment  to  the  revolutionary  organization  a^  then 
existing.  Of  that  organization,  on  its  military  side,  Washington  was 
the  head ;  on  the  diplomatic  side,  Franklin.  In  the  remarkable  anony- 
mous memorandum  attached  to  the  first  of  these  letters  (a  memorandum 
the  authorship  of  which  by  Arthur  Lee  may  be  now  considered  as 
settled)  an  nppeal  is  made  to  affect,  in  part  through  the  agency  of 
Richard  H.  Lee,  the  plsiciug  of  a  Now  England  general  at  the  head  of 
the  army;  while  in  one  of  the  subsequent  letters  the  expediency  is 
suggested  of  bringing  over  and  commissioning  a  European  officer  of 
such  high  rank  as  at  least  greatly  to  embarrass  Washington.  And  to 
Franklin  specific  objection  on  personal  grounds  is  made.  Supposing 
these  letters  were  meant  for  Arthur  Lee's  particular  correspondents — 
Samuel  Adams  and  James  Level  I — in  Boston,  as  well  as  for  Richard 
H.  Lee  and  his  family  in  Virginia,  we  have  here  the  first  accessible 

*  2  Fniuklin'8  Life  and  Writings,  158;  2  Jesse's  George  III,  79. 

tTho  suggestion  of  Sparks,  indeed,  as  Tvill  be  hereafter  seen,  that  they  were  meant 
for  Fraukliu  seeuis  improbable,  in  viojeju£_the^act  that  in-twaoX-thoBO-Erankliu  is 
ohiected  to. as  a  member  of  tlio  coiiimitteo  on  correspondence.  The  remarkable  way 
iu  which  they  altimately  reached  the  pnblio  archives  is  hereafter  uot^d. 
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expression  of  the  mlverse  coinbin.it ioii   by  whicli  Wasbiugtoii  and 
Fraukliii  were  afterwards  so  luucli  harassed.* 

innrcunicy  of  Arihiir  Leo's        §  142.  Accordiug  to  a  rcDort  of  Afthnr  Lce, 

Atatoniuutur  Ikmiininrcliala*  i%i.-i 

Loudon  promise  of  aid.         luado  vj  uiiQ  lu  a  letter  to  tlio  coiiiinitteo  of 

foreign  affairs,  of  October  6,  1777,  as  hereafter 
given,  <' about  a  year  and  a  half  ago  Beaumarchais  camo  to  him  iu 
Jjondon,  as  an  agent  of  this  [the  French]  court,  and  wishing  to  com- 
inunicate  something  to  Congress,''  which  was  notice  of  an  iuteudc<l 
gratuity  from  France  of  £200,000  to  Congress.  This  conversation, 
which  is  the  first  of  anything  like  a  diplomatic  character  in  which 
Arthur  Lee  appears  before  us,  became  afterwards  the  subject  of  much 
discussion,!  and  if  it  were  reliable  might  give  a  tone  to  the  nttitndeof 
France  to  us  very  different  from  that  generally  accepted.  But  the 
accuracy  o'f  Arthur  Lee's  memory  in  this  respect  may  be  questioned  for 
the  following  reasons:  (1)  Tlie  improbability  that  Beaumarchais  would 
have  made  a  statement  which  was  not  only  untrue  at  the  time  but  im- 
politic, and  which,  in  any  view,  ho  was  without  authority  to  make;  (2) 
the  improbability  that  Arthur  Leo  would  have  withheld  from  Congress 
for  eighteen  months  a  communication  so  important  as  he  must  have 
considered  this  had  ho  believed  it  to  be  serious;  (3)  the  fact  that  he 
made  no  report  on  the  subject  to  his  colleagues;  (4)  the  fact  that  he 
never  made  the  alleged  promise  the  basis  of  any  application  to  the 
French  ministry;  (5)  the  fact  that  he  made  no  reference  to  this  state- 
ment in  his  subsequent  immediate  correspondence  with  Deane;  (6)  tbe 
fact  that  he  joined  with  the  other  commissioners  on  January  5  and  Janu- 
ary 17,  1777,  in  telling  Congress  that  the  supplies  from  France  were 
not  gratuitous,  but  were  to  bo  paid  for  in  produce. 

It  must  bo  kei)t  in  mind  also  that  Arthur  Lee,  in  his  Grst  letter  to 
the  committee  of  correspondence  (of  December  31,  1770)  showed  that 
lie  then  held  that  wh<atever  arrangements  he  then  had  made  with 
Beaumarchais  were  unofficial,  and  were  afterwards  remodeled,  before 
adoption,  by  Deane. 

That  Beaumarchais,  in  his  convivial  talks  at  Wilkes'  table,  may 
have  indulged  in  some  giisconade  as  to  what  France  would  do  for  tbe 
United  States  is  likely  enough;  but  for  the  reasons  above  given  there 
is  no  ground  now  to  believe  that  Arthur  Leo  had  any  reason  to  hold 
that  such  talk  at  such  a  time  was  a  serious  statement,  which  could  bind 
either  Beaumarchais  or  France.  J  Nor,  according  to  what  wo  gather 
from  the  next  section,  did  Arthur  Lee  occupy,  at  the  time  of  this  con- 
versation, suoh  an  ostensible  official  relation  to  the  United  States  as  to 
give  Beaumarchais'  talk  with  him  anything  of  official  type. 

ni8  stay  in  r^ndon  lu  177G.  §  [43.  J,,  tho  Life  of  Artliur  Lee,  (vol.  1,  pp. 

55-58),  it  is  stated  that  "in  the  winter  of  177C 
Mr.  Lee  repaired  to  Paris  by  the  direction  of  the  secret  committee  of 

•  Sco  supra,  $11.  t  Stipraf  H  Gl ,  /.  t  Sco  2  Parton's  Franklin,  185. 
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Oougress  *  *  *  us  their  secret  ageut  to  improve  tlie  Aivorable  (lis-  ' 
position  of  France  towards  the  Colonies.  In  this  capacity  he  was  re- 
ceived and  kindly  and  respectfully  treated  by  Count  de  Yergeuiies. 
•  •  •  •  From  the  spring  of  1776  until  the  fall  of  it  Mr.  Lee  remained 
in  Paris  as  a  secret  agent  of  Congress,"  and  his  exploits  in  that  posi- 
tion are  then  narrated  in  detail.  But,  as  is  rightly  stated  by  Sparks  in 
an  article  in  the  North  American  Review  for  April,  1830,  (vol.  30,  p.  489), 
Arthur  Lee,  at  the  period  so  designated,  '<  did  not  go  at  all  to  Paris  by  • 
order  of  the  committee  or  as  a  secret  agent."  It  was  not,  as  the  corre- 
spondence hereafter  will  show,  until  August  22, 177G,  when  Deano  was 
already  in  Paris  as  the  then  exclusive  agent  of  Gougress,  that  ho  wrote 
to  Yergenues  to  say  that  ''1  was  this  morning  informed  of  the  arrival  of 
Mr.  Arthur  Lee,  and  that  he  would  bo  in  Paris  tomorrow.  This  was 
surprising  to  me,  as  I  knew  of  no  particular  aQair  that  might  bring 
bim  here."  It  appears  also  from  letters  then  written  by  Arthur  Lee, 
to  be  hereafter  given,  that  on  March  19,  April  15,  June  3,  July  G,  he 
was  in  London,  whilejoii^  June  U  and  June  2G  letters  were  addressed 
VjJ@PJO^J^^!^lis^[§r{pJ^iniliL^  taking  the  fictitious  name 

of  Mary  Johnston.  On  July  18  Bcaumnrchais  wrote  to  Deaue  that  Lee 
was  in  Loudon,  and  on  August  10  Doane,  in  Paris,  wrote  to  Philadel- 
phia of  a  letter  from  Arthur  Lee  evidently  at  Loudon.  UiLsjdaijgjifit 
13  Arthur  Lee  wrote  from  London  to  Dumas.  On  August  22,  as  above 
stated,  Arthur  Lee  was  in  Paris,  but  remained  there  but  a  few  days,  aud 
then  returned,  his  brother  William  taking  his  place  as  London  cor- 
respondent of  Congress.  On  September  23  and  November  15  Arthur 
Leo  was  in  London;  and  it  w<as  not  until  December  23  that  we  h<ave  a 
letter  from  him  dated  in  Paris.  In  this  letter,  hereafter  given,  which 
was  sent  after  his  reception  of  the  appointment  of  envoy  from  Congress 
in  Paris,  he  announced  to  Lord  Shelbunie  his  determination  to  leave 
"a  country  where  from  choice  I  had  fixed  my  fortunes,"  and  to  join 
Franklin,  whom  he  calls  at  this  time  ''our  Pater  Patrio),"  in  the  lega- 
tiou  at  Paris. 

Of  Arthur  Lee's  duties  in  London  in  177G  down  to  December,  when 
be  went  to  Paris,  we  have  no  definite  information,    lie  still  continued 
to  rank,  we  may  gather  from  his  correspondence,  among  the  distinctive  ' 
followers  of  8helburue,  while  his  letters  to  Congress,  in  response  to 
their  request  for  information,  were  rare. 

Htoadbejion  to  ••militia"        &  144.  Wc  havo  scou   that  uiuler  what  Adams 

diplomacy.  ' 

called  the  •*  militia"  system  of  diplomacy  H  was 
thought  proper  for  the  young  republic  to  send  ministers  to  demand 
recognition  and  loans  from  foreign  courts  without  first  inquiring  whether 
such  ministers  would  bo  rccciveil,  and  in  fact  when,  in  the  ordinary 
policy  governing  the  intercourse  of  nations,  there  was  every  probability 
that  they  would  bo  repelled.*    The  most  indefatigable  advocate  and 

•  Sco  8npraf  ^  $  15,  lOG. 
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oxpoucut  of  tliis  system  was  Arthur  Leo.  Personally,  and  through  bis 
brother  Uiohatd  H.  Lee,  and  his  friend  Samael  Adams,  he  urged 
against  the  counsels  of  Franklin  and  the  advice  of  Yergennes  that 
envoys  should  thus  be  sent  out  to  obtain  recognition  and  funds;  and 
for  this  purpose  lie  and  his  brother  William  Lee  were  commiBsioned 
to  the  courts  of  Madrid,  of  Berlin,  and  of  Vienna.  The  ignominioiis 
failure  of  the  experiment  showed  both  how  erroneous  was  the  policy  on 
•  which  it  was  based,  and  how  injudicious  were  the  steps  taken  to  carry 
it  into  effect.  Arthur  Lee  made  his  first  attempt  on  Madrid,  thoogh 
he  was  advised  informally,  through  the  Spanish  minister  in  France^ 
that  he  would  not  be  received.  As  soon  as  it  was  discovered  in  Madrid 
that  ho  had  entered  Spain  he  was  ordered  back,  in  terms  made  the 
more  humiliating  from  the  frivolousness  of  the  reasons  on  which  they 
rested.  He  lingered,  and  the  orders  for  him  to  leave  became  more  per- 
emptory, until  at  last  it  became  obvious  to  him  that  he  would  not  be 
even  permitted  to  reach  the  capital.    He  then  returned  to  Paris.* 

In  Berlin,  to  which  capital  he  succeeded  in  penetrating,  ho  was  sub- 
jected to  the  insult  of  having  the  theft  of  his  papers,  by  order  of  the 
British  minister,  treated  by  Frederick  the  Oreat  as  something  not  to  be 
redressed,  on  the  ground  that  Arthur  Lee  was  an  unwelcome  intmder, 
without  any  diplomatic  privileges  whatsoever,  though  Frederick  had 
previously  acknowledged  the  United  States  as  belligerents,  and  though, 
therefore,  envoys  from  the  United  States  were,  personal  reasons  being 
set  aside,  entitled  to  diplomatic  protection,  as  was  afterwards  main- 
taiupd  by  Great  Brit^vin  herself  at  the  time  of  the  capture  of  Mason  and 
Slidell.t  Nor  was  there  ever  an  olHcial  letter  declining  to  receive  a 
minister  couched  in  terms  more  contemptuously  repellant  than  that  in 
which  Frederick  told  Arthur  Lee  that  ho  did  not  want  to  be  any  moro 
troubled  with  applications  for  recognition  i\8  minister  of  the  United 
States.  I  Had  the  advice  of  Franklin  and  Yergennes  been  followed 
these  repulses  would  not  have  occurred,  since  no  minister  would  have 
been  sent  to  Berlin  or  IMadrid  until  his  reception  had  been  previously 
assented  to.  And  if  these  rules  of  considerateness  and  courtesy  in 
diplomatic  intercourse  prescribed  by  diplomatic  us«agc  had  been  followed 
by  Arthur  Lee  in  his  dc<ilings  with  Vergennes  he  would  not  have  ex- 
cluded himself,  supposing  there  had  been  no  other  objections  to  him, 
from  that  informal  social  intercourse  with  that  minister  which  Franklin 


*  In  dispatches  from  Grantham,  British  minister  at  Madrid,  to  Woj'mouth,  secretary 
of  state,  March  17,  March  20,  1777,  Florida-BIancais  reported  to  have  chnoklod  in  a 
conversation  with  Ornnthiim  over  Arthnr  Lee's  stoppage  in  his  attempts  to  reach 
Madrid.  "  From  M.  de  Grimaldi's  acconut  of  him  ho  speaks  nothing  bnt  English,  and 
is  represented  as  an  obstinalo  man.''  ''  The  court  is  resolved  to  give  no  connteuauce 
to  such  attempts.'' 

tSeo  Bupray  ^  91 ;  Arthur  Lee's  letter  to  the  commissioners  of  June  28,  1777,  infra, 
with  note  giving  comment's,  with  views  of  Carlisle  and  Wraxall ;  and  soo  infra,  f  19X 

tSeoin/ra,  J  175;  aupraf  ^  Hi, 
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enjoyed,  and  whioU  Arthur  Lee,  if  he  had  chosen,  coald  readily  have 
possessed.  But  such  was  the  irritation  produced  bj"  his  habitual  dis- 
courtesy, and  the  distrust  produced  by  the  disreputable  character  aud 
suspicions  dealings  of  his  secretaries,  that  Vergennes,  always  patient 
and  considerate,  felt  bound  to  interpose,  and  on  October  29,  1778,  • 
wrote  to  Gerard,  the  French  minister  at  Philadelpliia,  that  his  fear  of 
Lee  and  of  his  surroundings  (ses  entours)  precluded  the  conimunica* 
tiou  to  him  of  state  secrets;  aud  Gerard  was  further  instructed  to 
inform  Congress  that  Arthur  Lee*s  conduct  had  '*  created  the  highest 
disgust "  in  the  courts  of  France  and  of  Spain,  and  that  neither  court  had 
that  confidence  in  him  '^necessary  to  give  success  to  the  negotiations 
of  a  foreign  minister.''  This  message  was  communicated  by  Geraid  to 
Paca  and  Drayton,  members  of  Congress,  aud  by  them  laid  before  Con- 
gress in  a  letter  hereafter  given  under  date  of  April  30, 1779.  Under  ^ 
the  same  month  and  those  immediately  following  are  given  the  con- 
gressional proceedings  in  reference  to  Arthur  Lee's  recall. 

^ArSirr'LSo°s**S^  5  1^'  I^  that  f)ortion  of  the  following  volumes 

uen  withFrmnkUii.  which  dcals  with  the  period  of  Arthur  Lee's  diplo- 

matic functions  in  Europe  much  space  will  be 
taken  up  with  his  attiicks  on  Franklin,  and  the  nature  of  his  difierenc^s 
with  Franklin  are  elsewhere  discussed.*  The  topic,  therefore,  can  not 
be  avoided  ;  and  before  entering  on  it  it  may  be  ])roper  to  state  what 
is  the  prevalent  opinion  among  historical  critics  on  this  question. 

Of  American  critics  who  have  discussed  our  revolutionary  diplomatic 
history  no  one  was  more  familiar  with  the  then  accessible  parts  of  that 
history  than  Sparks,  and  no  one,  in  view  of  Arthur  Lee's  avowed  attach- 
ment to  New  England  men  and  his  close  relations  to  the  Massachusetts 
delegation  in  Congress,  would  be  regarded  on  sectional  grounds  as 
likely  to  be  more  impartial.  And  of  Arthur  Leo  Sparks  thus  speaks 
in  the  North  American  Review  for  April,  1830  (vol.  30,  p.  405,  ff.) : 

"Sangnino  in  teinperatnont,  credulous,  hasty  iu  action,  lioyioUlod  with  a  weakness 
altogether  nnpardonablo  to  the  corroding  influences  of  suspicion,  jealousy,  and  dis- 
trust. Tliis  habitnde  of  mind,  which  seemed  an  inherent  quality,  drew  him  into 
endless  disputes  and  difficulties.  Ho  describes  himself  very  truly  when  ho  says, 
'  Unhappily  my  fate  has  thrown  me  into  public  life,  and  the  impatience  of  my  nature 
makes  oie  embark  in  it  with  an  impetuosity  and  imprudence  which  increase  the  evils 
to  which  It  is  necessarily  subject.'  Aversions,  discords,  enmities,  grew  up  and 
thickened  around  him  as  he  advanced  in  his  public  career,  which,  at  the  same  time 
they  annoyed  his  own  peace,  fed  the  flame  of  party  already  too  rife  in  our  national 
connoils,  and  helped  to  open  broaches  aud  perpetuate  divisions  which  operated  with 
a  pernioions  tendency  to  the  end  of  the  war.    These  eflbcts  of  the  inflrmitics  of  Mr. 


*  8eo  Lee*s  Life  of  Arthur  Lee  and  the  e<litions  of  Franklin's  works  by  Sparks  and 
BIgelow.  The  attacks  on  Franklin  by  the  Lees  and  Izard,  which  are  necessarily 
admitted  in  the  following;  volumes,  aud  which  are  also  from  time  to  time  independ- 
ently publisheu,  give,  in  fact,  so  erroneous  a  view  both  of  Franklin  and  of  our  revo- 
Intionary  diplomacy,  that  in  a  work  on  that  diplomacy  they  can  not  be  introdnced 
without  an  examination  of  the  charges  they  contain. 
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Lce'a  tenipor  on  the  public  intorests  and  trausactioiis  of  the  time  make  it 
to  touch  upon  incidents  which  might  otherwise  perhaps  bo  passed  over  wUhoaieann* 
tial  detriment  to  the  claims  of  JusticCi  tlie  cause  of  impartial  history,  or  the  honor  of 
human  nature. 

''No  one  who  examines  the  subject  can  doubt  that  Mr.  Leo's  qnarrols  with  DeeoOy 
his  hostility  to  Fmnklin,  and  his  disputes  with  everybody,  a  select  few  only  exoeptad, 
wcro  the  priuiary  causes  of  tlie  warm  altercatious  and  endless  iierplexiUes  which 
distracted  the  deliberations  of  Congress  on  foreign  affairs  during  two  or  three  years 
of  the  most  anxious  period  of  tlie  Revolutiou,  till  Congress  by  a  large  majority 
passed  a  resolution,  which  certainly  does  not  adorn  the  brightest  page  of  their  Jour- 
nals, '  that  suspicions  and  animosities  have  arisen  among  the  late  and  present  oom- 
miseionoi's  highly  prejudicial  to  the  honor  and  interests  of  the  United  States.'  It 
would  be  hard  to  put  all  this  to  Mr.  Lee's  account,  nor  do  we  intend  it;  but  we  do 
say,  tli.it  he  was  the  primary  and  most  cflflciont  actor  in  a  train  of  events  which  pio- 
duood  these  consequences. 

"The  warfare  commenced  at  an  early  date  between  Loo  and  Deane,  and  the  firrt 
spark  of  the  kindling  llame  was  a  spark  of  jealousy.  Our  readers  will  remember  the 
interview  between  Mr.  Lee  aud  Ueauinarchais  in  London,  and  the  plan  concerted 
between  thom  for  sending  two  hundred  thousand  Dounds  sterling  to  the  aid  of  the 
Colonics.  When  Bcaumarchais  loft  London  Mr.  Leo  seemed  to  consider  this  plan  as 
matured,  and  that  it  would  be  executed  in  conformity  with  their  arrangements.  He 
gave  notice  accordingly  to  the  committee  of  seci-et  correspondence,  and  letters  paased 
between  him  and  Boaumarchais  on  the  subject.  While  the  affair  was  in  this  favor- 
able traiUp  tis  he  supposed,  Deane  arrived  in  Paris,  and  Bcaumarchais,  abandoning 
his  flrst  project,  made  new  arrangements  with  this  agent,  and  prepared  to  send  the 
supplies  through  channels  quite  different  from  those  heretofore  suggested.  By  this 
scheme  also  Mr.  Lee's  agency  was  entirely  dispensed  with.  This  turn  of  the  business 
was  not  relished  by  Lee,  since  it  deprived  him  of  the  merit  and  honor  of  being  the 
medium  through  which  supplies  so  bouutifuL  and  seasonable  were  transmitted  to  his 
country,  and  of  the  estimation  which  such  an  event  would  procure  for  him  in  the 
eyes  of  Congress.  IIo  hastened  over  to  Paris,  and  from  the  extract  of  a  letter  to 
Count  do  Vergeunos,  which  we  have  already  quoted,  we  learn  the  humor  in  which 
Deane  was  disposed  to  receive  him.  As  Dcane  had  been  led  into  the  engagements 
with  Bcaumarchais  at  the  solicitation  of  this  gentleman,  without  knowing  what  had 
been  done  in  London,  he  looked  upon  Lee's  interference  as  officious,  and  was  evidently 
not  in  a  mood  to  receive  or  treat  him  with  much  cordiality.  At  all  events,  their  inter- 
views in  Paris  produced  anything  but  friendship,  and  Mr.  Lee  returned  to  Ix>ndon 
without  effecting  any  cliange  in  the  scheme  which  hod  been  agreed  upon  between 
Bcaumarchais  and  Doano.  Tbus  were  sown  the  lirst  seeds  of  discord  which  after- 
wards attained  so  rank  a  growth  among  the  agents  of  the  United  States  abroad  and 
their  friends  at  home. 

''About  three  months  afterwards  Mr.  Lee  went  back  to  Paris  aud  joined  Franklin 
and  Deane  as  one  of  the  throe  commissioners  from  Congress.  Nothing  had  occurred  Id 
the  interim  to  subdue  or  quell  the  feud  that  had  previously  begun,  and  it  was  now 
increased  by  the  circumstances  of  the  moment.  Just  at  this  time  Boaumarchais  was  in 
great  embarrassment  on  account  of  the  obstacles  thrown  in  his  way  by  the  govern- 
ment, to  prevent  his  shipping  the  articles  which  he  had  got  in  readiness  and  for 
the  transportation  of  which  vessels  had  been  chartered  and  were  retained  at  a  large 
expense.  Mr.  Lee  showed  no  sympathy  with  Deane  on  this  occasion,  and  perhaps  it 
was  natural  enough  as  things  had  turned  out' that  he  should  be  quite  willing  to  let 
the  responsibility  and  vexation  of  the  enterprise  rest  on  his  colleague,  who  was  to 
sliare  all  the  honor  of  its  success.  Nor  does  it  appear  that  Deane  had  any  unwilling- 
ness  to  endure  the  one  for  the  sake  of  the  other.  Hence  each  had  his  consolatiou  in 
his  own  way,  but  drawn  from  sources  so  widely  asunder  as  to  afford  but  m  disoonrag* 
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iii|;  prospect  of  a  epeedy  noioD  of  soDtimeot  or  feeling  betweon  those  two  rival  com- 
oiiasiouers. 

''At  IcDgtU  Mr.  Lee  weut  to  Spain,  and  FranVlin  and  Doaiio  romainod  in  oliarf;e  of 
affairs  at  Paris.  As  tbeinercautilo  transactions  had  been  in  the  hands  of  Duane  from 
the  begiouiug,  and  as  be  was  the  only  commissioner  acqnaintoil  with  them  in  detail, 
he  was  still  considered  as  the  fittest  of  the  three  to  have  a  chief  control  of  this  depart-  ^ 
nient.  Franklin  made  no  pretension  to  a  knowledge  of  mercantile  matters,  and  Mr. 
Lice*s  habits  had  been  as  little  in  this  line  as  his  own,  whereas  Deane  was  a  practical 
merchant.  By  reason  of  Mr.  Leu's  visits  to  Spain  and  I'ruHHia  he  was  absent  from 
Paris  a  largo  portion  of  the  time  during  the  (irMt  seven  mcmtlis  aft^er  the  meeting  of 
the  commissioners.  It  is  ini[K>S8ible  therefore  that  he  shonld  be  well  versed  in  their 
proceeilings,  or  know  the  reasons  and  motives  by  which  his  colleagues  were  guided  in 
any  particular  aut  or  determination;  and  more  especially  as  he  and  Mr.  Deane  had 
been  on  such  terms  from  the  outset  as  to  forbid  any  explanatory  intercommunications 
of  this  sort  between  them. 

''Another  ingredient  in  the  cup  of  calamity  Mr.  Lee  found,  or  imagined  he  found, 
on  his  return  from  Prussia.  Mr.  Deane's  visits  to  Versnilles  were  frequent,  which 
indicated  that  he  was  well  received  by  the  ministers;  his  resideuce  in  Paris  had  pro- 
curod  him  many  acquaintances  among  persons  of  eminence,  which  brought  him 
into  notice  and  gave  him  conscqnence ;  his  mercantile  transactions  had  connected 
him  with  persons  of  business  and  opened  a  wide  Held  of  correspondence,  which  also 
oontribnted  to  his  importance.  Mr.  Leo  was  comparatively  a  stranger  and  had  none 
of  these  advantages ;  and  what  was  probably  keenly  felt  by  a  temper  so  sensitive  as 
his,  Deane  made  it  no  point  of  delicacy  to  pl<ico  himself  on  as  high  a  pedestal  as  his 
good  fortune  enabled  him  to  mount,  leaving  his  less  favored  colleague  to  stand  in 
snch  a  ulohe  as  he  could  find  at  hand.  No  courtesy  or  good-will  was  lost  on  either 
side.  Deane  was  by  nature  formal,  cold,  slow,  and  fond  of  parade;  Lee  was  ardent, 
rapid,  eager,  and  regardless  of  forms  where  he  could  come  quickly  to  the  reality 
and  the  substance.  It  is  obvious  that  there  could  be  no  commingling  of  such  prin- 
ciples as  these,  aud  the  more  closely  they  were  brought  in  contact  the  greater  would 
bo  the  strife  of  the  discordant  elements. 

"  It  was  now  that  the  characteristic  foible  of  Mr.  Lee  began  to  show  itself.  He 
conceived  the  notion  that  all  tlie  friends  of  Dfane  must  be  his  enemies.  Then  came 
over  his  mind  strange  visions  of  plotaand  intrigues  and  combinations  formed  to  mar 
his  peace,  defame  his  character,  aud  injure  his  reputation.  He  believed  it  was  a  part 
of  the  business  of  this  kuot  of  adversaries  to  write  paragraphs  to  his  discredit  and 
procure  their  insertion  in  the  European  gazettes  and  to  take  care  that  they  were 
repeated  in  the  American  papers.  He  conceived  them  to  be  busy  also  in  writing 
letters  of  the  same  purport,  and  thus  to  be  infusing  a  poison  not  only  iuto  the  public 
mind,  but  iuto  the  mind  of  individuals  whose  good  opinion  was  important  to  his 
fame  and  success.  At  the  head  of  this  forniidablo  league  in  his  imagination  was 
placed  Mr.  Deane,  by  whose  arts  and  machinations  it  had  been  brought  into  being 
while  he  was  absent  in  Prussia.     •     •    * 

"  It  seems  to  us  that  there  is  another  and  much  deeper  cause  of  the  settled  enmity 
of  Mr.  Lee  to  Dr.  Franklin,  which  ho  never  protended  to  conceal  in  conversation,  or 
in  writing  to  his  friends,  after  he  had  boon  a  few  months  in  Paris.  It  is  well  known 
that  all  of  his  interest  and  that  of  his  friends  in  Congress  were  used  to  procure  Dr. 
Franklin's  recall  from  France,  with  the  view  of  securing  Mr.  Lee's  appointment  in 
his  stead.  His  letters  were  filled  with  oeusuros  of  Franklin's  conduct,  boldly  affirm- 
ing his  unfitness  for  such  a  station,  and  at  all  events  recommending  that,  if  it  was 
impossible  to  elTect  his  recall,  he  should  bo  sent  to  an  interior  government,  where  he 
could  do  neither  harm  nor  good.  A  few  ])aragraph8  from  Mr.  Leu's  letters  will  set  this 
subject  in  a  clearer  light.  To  Samuel  Adnms  ho  writes,  on  the  4th  of  October,  1777: 
'  I  have  within  this  year  been  at  the  several  courts  of  Spain,  Vienna,  aud  Berlin,  and 
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I  find  this  of  Frauoo  the  great  wheel  that  moves  them  all,  Here^  therefore,  ilie  most 
activity  is  roqnisito,  and  if  it  should  ever  bo  a  qaostion  la  Congress  aboai  mjdeetina- 
tion,  /  ehould  be  mnch  obliged  to  you  for  remembering  that  I  should  pr^er  being  al  As  court  of 
France,*  (Life,  vol.  2,  p.  113.)  Again,  on  the  same  day  he  writes  to  his  brother,  Rich- 
ard  Ilcnry  Leo,  then  in  Congress :  *  My  idea  of  adapting  charaoters  and  plaoes  is  this: 
Dr,  FrankHn  to  Vienna,  as  the  first,  most  respectable,  and  quiet ;  *  Mr.  Deane  to  Holland ; 
and  the  alderman  (William  Leo)  to  Berlin,  as  the  eommercial  departraeni;  Mr.  Isard 
whore  he  is;  Mr.  Jennings  at  Madrid,  his  reserve  and  oirenm«peetion  being  exeel- 
lentiy  adapted  to  tliat  court.  France  remains  the  center  of  political  aotivity,  and 
here,  tlierofore,  I  should  choose  to  he  e:nployed.'  (p.  115.)  Again,  to  Richard  Henry 
]>ce :  'Things  go  on  worse  and  worse  every  day  among  ourselves,  and  my  sitnatioo  is 
more  painful.  I  see  in  every  department  neglect,  dissipation,  and  private  soherofs. 
Being  in  trust  hero,  I  am  responsible  for  what  I  can  not  prevent,  and  these  very  men 
will  probably  bo  the  instrumouts  of  having  mo  called  to  account  one  day  for  their 
misdeeds.  There  is  but  one  way  of  redressing  this  and  remedying  the  pnblio  evil,  that 
is  tiie  plau  I  before  sent  yon,  of  appointing  the  doctor,  honoris  causa,  to  Vienna, 
Mr.  Deane  to  Holland,  Mr.  Jennings  to  Madrid,  and  leaving  me  here.  In  thai  ease  I 
should  bave  it  in  my  power  to  call  those  to  an  account  tbrongli  whose  hands  I  know  the 
public  money  has  passed,  and  which  will  either  never  be  accounted  for,  or  mbsae- 
counted  for  by  connivance  of  those  wbo  are  to  share  in  the  publie  plunder.'    (p.  127.) 

**  Here  truly  is  a  most  persuasive  argument  for  Congress  to  make  Mr.  Lee  minister 
to  Franco.  What  a  frightful  picture  is  hero  drawn  of  the  mismanagement,  disorders, 
and  distracted  conditiou  of  the  American  affairs  at  that  court,  and  what  deplorable 
cousequeucra  must  ensue  unless  that  'one  way*  is  resorted  to,  of  sending  Dr.  Franklin 
to  the  capital  of  Austria,  and  setting  Mr.  Lee  to  turn  the  'great  wheeV  at  Paris,  by 
the  magical  movements  of  which,  undpr  his  control,  an  infallible  remedy  will  be 
apjilied  and  a  radical  reform  suddenly  effected. 

"In  another  letter  to  Samuel  Adams  the  same  alluring  prospect  is  again  held  out 
on  the  easy  conditions  only  of  the  same  arrangement:  'If  Mr.  Lloyd  is  appointed 
agent,  Dr,  FrankHn  sent  to  Vienna,  Mr.  Deane  to  Holland,  and  I  am  left  here,  we  shall 
all  act  iu  concert,  and  not  only  have  a  full  inquiry  made  into  the  expenditure  of  the 
public  money,  but  CHtablish  that  order,  decency,  and  regularity  which  are  lately  ban- 
ished from  the  public  business  at  present,  8>  as  to  involve  us  in  continual  ooufnsioa 
and  expense.'  (p.  137.)  Here  we  have  the  same  modesty  iu  the  proposal,  and  the 
same  temptation  to  comply  with  it.  But  wo  shall  not  tax  our  readers  with  remarks 
on  these  extracts.  Thuir  language  and  their  purpose  are  but  too  plain.  We  need 
not  even  ask  whether  a  man  with  such  designs  in  his  head  is  to  be  credited  for 
immaculate  disinterestedness  in  representing  the  disabilities  or  disqualiGoatious  of  a 
public  ofTicor  whom  ho  is  thus  covertly  attempting  to  undermine  and  supersede.  Nor 
need  we  ask  whether  the  vague  charges  of  a  man  under  such  a  bias,  nnless  accompa- 
nied with  proofs  bearing  thu  marks  of  truth  as  if  written  with  a  sunbeam,  ought  to 
weigh  with  a  considerate  mind  more  than  a  feather  or  a  straw.  Mr.  Lee  abounds 
witli  chnrg««8,  but  seldom  with  facts  to  support  them.  Iu  the  above  extracts,  for 
instance,  he  charges  somebody  with  neglect  of  duty,  dissipation,  private  schemeii,  mis- 
deeds, public  plunder,  and  other  heinous  misdemeanors.  But  toAo  is  ilf  That  is  a 
secret  which  he  keeps  to  himself.  Where  were  these  act-s  committed;  when,  how, 
and  to  what  cndt  This  is  all  a  secret,  and  yon  are  left  to  conjecture,  suspect,  and 
wonder.  The  only  thing  of  which  you  are  nuule  positively  certain  is  that  if  Dr. 
Franklin  can  be  got  off  to  the  quiet  retreat  of  Vienna  and  Mr.  Lee  is  left  to  control 
affairs  in  the  bustling  world  of  Paris  all  disorders  will  cease,  and  a  new  era  will  com- 
mence in  the  young  annals  of  American  diplomacy." 

Tucker,  in  a  note  to  his  Life  of  Jefferson,  1, 16G,  speaks  of  Arthur  Leo  as  "  singularly 

*  See  su2)ra,  J  126. 
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inipraoticable  iu  his  tompor  aDil  clisposiiiou ; "  adding,  **  he  seems  to  have  been  one 
of  those  who  rarely  lose  an  opportunity  of  complaint,  or  censure,  or  contradiction.'' 

Mr.  Bancroft,  in  his  history,  thus  writes: 

*'  The  United  States  were  to  be  represented  in  Franco  to  its  people  and  to  the  ehlor 
house  of  Bourbon  by  a  treacherous  merchant,  by  a  barrister  who,  otherwise  a  patriot, 
was  consumed  by  malignant  envy,  and  by  Franklin,  the  greatest  dijilomatist  of  his 
ccntnry."    (9  Bancroft's  United  States,  133.) 

By  Hildreth*  Arthur  Lee  is  spoken  of  ns  an  **  unquiet,  envious,  irritable,  and  sus- 
picious man,  very  anxious  to  obtain  for  himself  the  solo  management  of  the  mission." 

IfOmdnio  ( 1856),  a  member  of  the  French  Institute,  iu  the  work  already  cited  (3  Beau- 
marchais  and  His  Times  (English  translation)  13^)),  writes: 

**  Having  had  occasion  to  study  closely  the  works  of  the  American  deputation  at 
Paris,  we  can  aflirm  that  Arthur  Lee's  assistance  was  very  innigniflcant,  that  he  had 
no  credit  with  the  French  Goveniment,  which  suspoctod  him  either  rightly  or  wrongly 
of  having  secret  connections  with  the  English  Government,  and  that  ho  really  played 
in  connection  with  it  the  part  of  the  fly  in  the  fable  of '  La  Moucho  du  Coche.'  This 
perfectly  explains  his  permanent  irritation  against  his  two  colleagues." 

By  Schlosser,  in  his  History  of  tho  Eighteenth  Century,  it  is  said  : 

"Silos  Deane  was  soon  recalled  by  Congress,  and  Lee  had  nuide  himself  an  object 
of  suepioion  and  hatred,  although  from  very  different  causes.  The  whole  rested  upon 
Franklin  and  everyone  reganled  him  as  tho  image  of  that  ideal  and  poetic  democracy 
which  Roussean  had  so  charmingly  described."  (6  Franklin's  Works,  Bigelow's  od., 
141.) 

Mr.  Parton's  criticism  is  as  follows : 

"Of  Arthur  Lee  posterity  will  know  little  more  than  that  ho  was  the  enemy 
of  Franklin.  Unless  the  reader  of  those  lines  is  an  exceptionally  well-informed  or  an 
exceptionally  ilUiuformod  person,  there  is  in  his  mind  at  this  moment  a  lurking  dis- 
trust of  Franklin's  absolute  sincerity  which  could  bo  traced  back  through  various 
channels  of  calumny  to  the  peculiarly  constituted  brain  of  Arthur  Lee."  (  2  Parton's 
Franklin,  12.) 

'*  The  great  defect  of  his  character  was  an  extreme  and  morbid  propensity  to  think 
ill  of  other  men's  motives.  •  «  *  Even  John  Adams,  his  particular  friend,  himself 
too  prone  to  suspicion,  admitted  that  Arthur  Lee  *  hod  confidence  in  nobody,  believed  ^ 
all  men  selfish,  and  no  man  honest  or  sincere.' "  (Id.,  p.  14,  citing  3  John  Adams'  Life, 
etc.,  188.)  In  this  we  find  tho  training  of  Wilkes,  one  of  whoso  maxims  it  was  to  hold  '  ' 
professions  of  morality  and  of  high  political  principle  in  otiiers  to  be  as  false  as  he  con- 
fessed they  wore  when  made  by  himself,  and  to  treat  sclfiKbncss  as  the  governing 
principle  inhuman  nature  and  hypociisy  as  the  normal  condition.! 

Doniol,  who  in  the  preparation  of  his  elaborate  work  entitled  La  participation  do 
la  France  h  I'dlablissenient  dcs  l^tats-Unis,  of  which  tho  first  two  volumes  were 
published  in  1886,  had  tho  advantage  of  being  tho  first  historian  to  have  access  to  the 
entire  French  archives  of  that  period,  thus  writes : 

*' In  concert  with  the  secret  agent  whom  Franklin  had  loft  in  his  place  at  that 
capital,  he  had  prepared  the  way  for  an  active  participation  by  thogovernment  of  tho 
king  in  the  resistance  of  tho  insurgents.  This  agent,  a  Virginian  named  Arthur  Lee, 
was  studying  for  tho  bar  in  England  when  tho  celebrated  American  loft  that  country. 
He  had  mado  something  of  an  impression  on  him  by  tlie  active  zeal  he  manifested,  but 
scarcely  deserved  the  great  coufideuce  which  tbu  Versailles  intermediary  and  other 
friends  of  America  placed  in  him.  The  spies  of  tho  foreign  ollice  had  access  to  him, 
and  he  will  afterwards  introduce  them  even  to  M.  do  Vorgeuncs.  But  the  Philadelphia 
committee  of  secret  correspondence  had  hastened  to  connnunicnte  with  him,  so  that  v 
Wilkes,  tho  parliamentary  opposition,  all  whom  were  occupied  or  animated  with  the  ^ 
idea  of  supporting  the  Colonies,  sought  information  of  him,  gave  it  to  him,  and  rc- 


*  3  History  of  the  United  States,  1st  series,  267.  t  See  »Mj)?n,  $  139. 
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garilcd  biui  as  tbo  aclimlly  aiitborizoil  reproscntativo  of  Hie  iiisitrreciionsry  Colooiet. 
13eainiiaroli;iU  bad  tbcreforo  returned,  very  auztous  to  carry  out  wbat  be  had  been  per- 
luittoil  to  bcgiu/'    (1  Doniol,  368.) 

And  afterwards : 

"  Qitaut  tk  Artbur  Lee,  ou  lo  teiiait  on  dehors  lo  plus  possible,  son  ambition  enTl^nae 
ot  broiiillouDO  roudaut  fticboiiz  do  I'cinploycr,  et  ses  proc6d6?i  insidicnx  I'ayaot  d^i 
mis  asses  nial  avcc  scs  duux  colli^guus  ponr  quo  Fraukliu  ue  tardAt  gnbre  h  lai 
d6c]arer  la  ui6diocro  ostiiuo  des  Inq nolle  il  le  tenait." 

This  may  bo  translated  as  follows: 

''As  for  Artbur  Leo,  bo  was  kept  as  far  as  possible  outside  (probably  out  of  ilie 
ncgotiatiouR,  business,  or  affair),  bis  envious  and  quarrelsome  ambition  reitderiuK  it 
disagreeable  to  employ  bim,  and  bis  insblious  courso  liaving  alreaily  placed  him  on  sneb 
bad  terms  witb  bis  two  colleagues  that  Franklin  did  not  hesitate  to  inform  him  of  the 
moderate  esteem  be  entertained  for  bim/' 

In  I  Hale's  Franklin  in  Franco  (Boston,  1887,  pp.  41-43),  a  work  marked  as  much  by 
literary  skill  as  by  historical  research,  It  is  said  that  Artbur  Lee  "caused  as  much 
trouble  to  his  ftollow  commissioners,  first  and  last,  •  *  •  ns  did  tbo  back wardnees 
of  the  French  ministry,  the  zeal  of  the  British  cruisers,  the  laxity  of  the  ovorpressed 
Continental  Congress  across  the  water,  and  the  low  state  of  American  credit  all  pnt 
together.  *  **  *  He  was  one  of  those  charocters  which,  though  probably  reason- 
able enough  to  their  possessors,  seem  to  others  lo  be  almost  miraculous  in  ibelr  little- 
ness and  meanness.  *  *  *  He  hated  Franklin  on  bis  arrival  because,  on  account 
of  the  wildly  enthusiastic  welcome  accorded  the  sage,  he  himself  seemed  to  bo  re- 
duced from  first  and  second  place  to  third  or  even  fourth.  Ho  was  angry  with  the 
French  for  not  being  sufnciently  forward;  with  the  Spaniards  for  being  Tory  back- 
ward. His  own  undertakings  had  all  been  unsuccessful.  If  we  consider  the  effect 
of  all  this  upon  a  wildly  ambitious  but  still  very  cramped,  narrow,  and  enTioos 
nature,  we  shall  easily  evolve  Arthur  Leo's  behavior." 

Tbo  dispatches  and  letters  of  Artbur  Leo  and  Izard,  giving  their  view  of  their  con- 
troversies with  Franklin,  which  began  shortly  after  Leo*s  arrival  in  Paris  and  cou- 
tiiniod  until  his  withdrawal  from  tho  logntion,  are  hereafter  given;  and  with  them 
is  now  published  tho  action  of  Congress  which  followeil.  It  is  enough  now  to  say 
that  Congress  at  firdt  wavered  under  the  shock  reported  in  these  papers. 

Gerard,  then  French  minister  at  Philadelphia,  reported  to  Vergennes  tho  dangers 
of  tho  crisis,  which  ho  considered  himself  as  being  not  without  merit  in  surmounting. 
** The  atories,"  he  said,  "of  Mr.  Arthur  Lee  are  but  an  absurd  tissue  of  falsebonds 
and  sarcasms,  which  can  only  compromise  those  who  have  the  misfortune  of  being 
obliged  to  have  any  correspondence  with  him.  Permit  me,  monseigneur,  to  congratu- 
late myself  at  kast  on  having  relieved  you  of  this  burden."  And  in  another  note: 
"I  explained  myself  (lo  the  committee)  gradually,  and  not  until  the  very  moment 
when  it  was  indispensable,  to  prevent  this  dangerous  and  bad  man  (Arthur  Lee)  from 
replacing  Fianklin,  and  being  at  the  same  time  charged  with  the  negotiations  with 
Spain.  I  can  not  conceal  from  you  that  I  rejoice  every  day  more  and  more  in  haviug 
been  able  to  proven t  this  misfortune."  * 

Tbo  congressional  action  on  tho  dissensions  iu  the  legation  are  hereafter  detailed 
under  their  proper  dates,  t 

ni«  joaiou»jo8  ninoiiiiiiuc  to  ^  14G.  Tlic  politJcs,  boMi  foreigii  aud  domestic, 
,  fAniiiy ftud  frionds.  of  tbo  Eovolutioii  caii  iiot  bo  fullv  iiudcrstood 

'       .      '       •       •  • 

witliout  taking  into  cousidcratiou  tho  mouoiua- 
n|al  cba^ji^ tier  of  Arthur  Lee's  political  jcjilousies  aud  the  iuQuences 
they  had  on  his  family  and  ou  tlje. political. friquds .of  his  brothers  and 

•  Beaunmrcliais  and  Ills  Times,  3'^0,  as  copied  in  2  Parton's  Franklin,  383. 
.   t  See  index,  titles  Congress,  Franklin,  Arthur  Loo. 
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f  bimself.    JefforBou  struck  at  tbis  wtioit  lio  spoko,  iiiniiy  years  nfter- 
'ardSfin  n  letter  already  quoted,  of  tbe  "lunli^iiitj'"  of  Artbtir  Lee 
perating  iiot  merely  on  bia  faiiiity  but  ou  bis  Miisaiicbiisetts  coiiiieo-   ; 
ious,  aud,  througb  bis  close  alliance  witb  Izard,  ou  llie  Soutb  Onroliiia 
cIpgntiOD.    Tbis  bitteruees  reached  all  by  whom  bo  considered  biin- 
elf  crossed,  and  it  oiniiieutly  fell  ou  tboso  wbo  took  ground  iu  favor  of  ' 
istiuct  executive  departmeuts.    Of  tbia  we  have  uu  illustratiou  iu  liis 
euunoiations  of  Jay  and  Morris  aud  bis  insiuuatiouB  of  tbeircorruptiou,   ' 
ivoQ  in  the  next  section.    Nor  was  tbis  bittcruess  couHued  to  biinsrlf. 

It  will  be  presently  seen*  bow  powerful  at  tbe  time  was  bis  family    .. 
iflueuce  ill  Congress.     His  brother,  Kicbard  IL  Lee,  whose  eloquence 
8  n  popular  orator  was  considerable  atid  whose  cbaracter  for  integrity 
'as  above  suspicion,  shared  Arthur's  jealous  dislike  both  of  Washington  , 
nd  Franklin.    Tbe"Uol<leu"  letters,  whose  covert  object  was  the  with- 
rawalof  supreme  command  from  Washington,  were  to  be  shown  by  Ar- 
jar  Lee's  direction  to  "  It.  13.  L.,"  who  would  know  from  whence  they 
■oold  come.    As  to  Washington,  it  is  true  tho  hostility  of  the  brothers    . 
assofflewbat  mnskcd.t    But  it  certainly  was  not  masked  as  to  Franklin. 

Tints  we  have  tho  following  in  a  letter  of  August  21,  1780,  frotu 
licbard  U.  Lee  to  Arthur  Lee: 

"  I  must  confess  that  I  was  surprised  you  bad  so  far  put  your  retnni  to 
.merica  Iu  tbe  power  of  Dr.  Franklin  as  to  commit  yourself  to  the 
lliance.  Tbe  conscious  guilb  of  that  old  man,  and  tbe  wicked  eumity 
ohas  practiced  and  encouraged  against  you,  must  cuusplTo  to  make 
im  fear  your  arrival  here,  and  instigate  tlie  fullest  exertion  of  his  art 
ud  malicious  onuning,  8U|>portod  by  bia  present  iwwer,  to  procure  your 
otcntiou  ia  JQuropc.  A  thousand  plausible  pretexts  would  not  be 
anting  to  effect  that  purpose.  It  will  give  me  iullnite  pleasure  to 
iarn  that  you  are  removed  from  the  si'bcro  of  that  wicked  old  man's 
ower  aud  influence."  J 

And  yet  down  to  this  very  time  Fraukliu  had  not  lifted  a  finger  to 
e|>el  the  attacks  which  Arthur  Lee  had  been  making  un  him  in  public 
B  well  as  iu  private  with  the  ferocity  and  recklesancss  which  are 
zhibited  iu  the  text. 

Artliitr  Leo'a  detailed  clinrgCB  ngninet  Fmiikliu  aro  given  in  full  iik  liii  moinoHal  , 
>  ConftTMB  of  May  1,  1779,  ntid  nppoare  in  G  Franklin's  Works,  Uigiiltiw's  al.,  aOH, 

In  the  Lee  colloction  hi  tito  llurvard  Lilirur;  in  n  Inttor  rnini  Kiulinnl  II.  Loe  lo  F.  , 
b  Lae,  dated  Pliiladolpliin,  April  30,  1779,  on  tlio  n»Mio  lo|>ic  mid  in  tlio  Hiime  line. 

BiehAnl  II.  Lee'so«limnlo  of  Franklin  may  bo  cnni  pared  \Tit]|  Hint  ut  W  nailing  loo.  $ 

',  «Hjtra,  }  II.  Soo  in  Uionniuosccliou  iv  piuMa-:niii  wliiuh  Wiuliiiigtou 
everlty  vory  iiuiisnal  witb  biiu  uT  lliubaril  II.  Leo'a  political  conrsc. 
iiiiuin  by  wlilch  the  IjOOB  uud  Adaiiisus  ivoro  poaavaxud  as  lo  oiccnlivo 

B  Iwfra,  i  'iOO. 

]3t.  Lit.  Mt-ss.,  433.  Tbo  uiaiiuscrip t  of  lliis  letter  ia  in  tlie  collection  in 
got  Virginia. 
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Samuel  Adams  was  as  upright  as  lie  was  able,  but  the  maxim  that 
liberty  could  ouly  be  maiutaiued  by  sleepless  jealousy  of  authority  was 
ingraiued  iu  his  nature  not  merely  by  his  loug  opposition  career  m 
Massachusetts,  but  by  his  puritanic  traditions.* 

[Jnder  the  best  of  circumstances  Franklin  would  probably  have  ap- 
peared to  Samuel  Adams  as  a  Gallic ;  nor  does  it  seem  that  between 
them  there  was  ever  any  correspondence.  But  the  corre6i>ondeuco 
between  Samuel  Adams  and  Lovell,  also  a  leading  Massachusetts  dele- 
gate,  on  the  one  side,  and  Arthur  Lee  on  the  other,  was  intimate  and 
constant  It  began  with  Arthur  Lee's  election  as  agent  for  Massachu- 
setts at  London,  and  it  was  kept  up  not  only,  as  JefiTerson  says,  by 
this  circumstance,  but  by  the  attachment  felt  by  Samuel  Adams  an<l 
his  associates  to  Richard  H.  Lee,  who  shared  the  instinctive  distrust 
felt  by  the  great  Massachusetts  leader  of  executive  authority  in  any 
shape.  In  the  Samuel  Adams  manuscripts,  already  referred  to  as 
among  the  papers  in  Mr.  Bancroft's  collection,  there  are  numerous  let- 
ters showing  how  fully  Arthur  Lee's  jealousies  were  injected  into  both 
Samuel  Adams  and  Lovell.  How  Arthur  Lee  wrote  to  Samuel  Adams, 
without  any  dissent  in  reply,  may  be  judged  from  the  following: 

**  I  have  looked  near,  long,  and  narrowly  at  a  person  who  has  boeu  and  Is  the  father 
of  all  this  shomoful  business.  Neither  my  reading,  experience,  nor  injaginatlon  cau 
furnish  mo  with  tbe  idea  of  a  mind  more  corrupt,  nor  that  labors  with  more  cooniog 
and  systematic  constancy  to  carry  that  depravity  into  execution.  The  ministen 
have  wisely  withdrawn  one  Instrument  of  this  corruption  before  be  bas  mado  a  fatal 
stroke.  1  will  not  answer  for  tlio  consoquoncos  if  you  do  not  follow  thoir  example. 
Surely  a  man  of  souse,  of  honor,  integrity,  and  education  muy  bo  found  to  represent 
you  with  dignity,  aud  put  an  end  to  all  tliis  baseness  and  pilfering.  I  nm  sick  aud 
ashamed  of  it.  Wo  shall  fall  into  such  vileuess  soon  that  nothing  will  retrieve  onr 
character.  The  mcnnost  of  all  moan  men,  tho  most  corrupt  of  all  corrupt  men,  is  assim- 
ilating everything  to  his  own  nature.''  (Arthur  Lee  to  Samuel  Adams,  May  28, 1779, 
Bancroft  MSS.) 

In  a  succeeding  paragraph  of  this  same  letter  we  have  the  following: 

"I  can  with  much  confidence  assure  you  that  the  conduct  of  M.  G.  (Qerard)is 
very  much  disapproved  by  the  minister,  aud  that  any  complimeuts  to  him  npon 
his  taking  leave  will  be  unploasing  here.     As  far  as  I  can  judge,  his  succeaeor  is  of  a 
'   very  opposite  character,  and  will  pursue  a  very  different  line." 

This  was  wholly  without  authority.  Gerard,  iu  sustaining  Franklin, 
acted  under  Yergennes'  express  iustructions;  and  these  instructions 
were  carried  out  by  Luzerne  even  more  efiectively  than  they  had  been 
by  Gerard. 
It  is  impossible  to  explain  these  i>assage8y  except  on  tho  ground  of 
^monoinaiiin.  The  baselessness  of  the  charge  against  Williams,  who  is 
referred  to  in  tho  second  sentence,  is  hereafter  noticed ;  *  and  the  charges 
made  in  the  next  sentence  against  Franklin  bear  want  of  reason  on  their 
face.  But  even  more  significantly  is  this  monomania  exhibited  in  Ihesec- 
ond  extract.  Gerard's  conduct  in  protesting  against  Arthur  Leo's  course 

•  Supra,  $  8.  t  Infra,  ^^IdOff. 
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was  not  disapproved  of  by  VergeiiDos,  but  was  expressly  directed  by 
bin],  as  tbe  correspondence  elsewhere  given  shows.  Arthur  Lee,  in 
Ma3%  1779,  bad  no  relations  with  Vergennes,  and  iT  be  bad,  be  never 
would  have  learned  from  Ycrgcnues  that  Ycrgennes  disapproved  of 
tbe  course  of  Gerard.  Luzerne  did  not  come  to  America  to  *'  pursue  a 
very  different  line  from  Gerard,''  but  was  instructed  to  follow  up 
Gerard's  course  as  to  Franklin  and  Tjcc,  which  ho  did.  The  object  of 
this  letter  was  to  disgrace,  through  Samuel  Adams'  agency,  not  merely 
Franklin,  but  Gerard,  the  purpose  being  the  transfer  of  Franklin's 
post  to  Arthur  Lee.  This  Arthur  Lee  had  a  right  to  desire  to  see 
effected;  and  of  his  honesty  in  making  statements  such  as  those  given 
above  no  doubt  need  be  expressed.  But  in  very  proportion  to  our  belief 
in  their  honesty  must  our  belief  in  bis  monomania  grow  in  strength. 

Arthur  Lee,  on  April  17, 1780,  addrosseil  from  L'Orieut  a  note  to  Gerard,  caUing  bim 
to  accoQDt  for  fche  opinions  be  bad  expressed  to  Drayton  and  Paca,  and  saying  that, 
nnless  they  are  explained,  "  I  shall  be  indaccd,  if  not  better  inforniod,  to  treat  your 
assertions  in  a  manner  that  I  should  bo  sorry  for  had  I  ronson  to  believe  there  wns 
the  least  foundation  for  them.''  Gerard,  on  April 28,  1760,  replied:  "Tbe different 
objects  whieh  you  mention  being  purely  ministerial,  I  can  not,  nor  is  it  my  duty  to, 
render  account  of  ihem  to  any  other  persons  than  my  sovereign  ami  bis  ministers. 
This  is  the  only  answer  which  I  have  to  make  to  your  letter.  You  will  attempt  in 
vain  to  provoke  another  by  any  moans  whatever,  and  nothing  will  change  my  sor-  '' 
ereign  indifference  to  the  execution  of  your  menaces.''  To  this  Arthur  Lee,  on  May 
11, 1780,  answered,  disclaiming  any  menaces,  and  saying  to  *'  the  sovereign  indiffer- 
enco  which  you  boast  of  in  regard  to  mo,  1  have  only  to  add  an  assurance  of  the  sov-  / 
ereign  contempt  with  which  I  have  the  honor  to  bo,"  etc. 

As  to  Vergenues'  "disidoasiiro"  with  Gerard,  Sparks,  in  a  memorandum  in  the 
Harvard  Collection,  volume  32,  thus  writes: 

"This  is  alia  mistake.  I  have  rend  the  entire  correspondence  between  the  French 
ministers  and  M.Gerard  uhile  ho  was  in  Philadelphia, and  his  condnct  was  approved 
in  tbe  highest  terms." 

And  Arthur  Loo  himself,  in  a  letter  to  London  Lee  of  May  28, 1779,  in  the  Harvard 
Collection,  volume  32,  writes  that  ho  ha<l  jnst  had  a  conversation  with  Vorgeunos, 
who  "did  not  express  the  least  disapprobation  of  tho  conduct  of  Gerard,  llolkcr,  and 
Chaumont,  than  which  nothing  could  be  more  base  and  outrageous." 

As  another  illustration  of  this  monomaiiial  jealousy  may  bo  given  the 
following: 

" The  wickedness  of  that  old  man  (Franklin)  is  beyond  example,  and  his  good 
fortnut)  in  escaping  the  punishment  due  his  crimes  is  as  extraordinary.  It  may  be 
propor  to  inform  you  that  the  present  secretary  for  foreign  affairs  (U.  K.  Livingston)  , 
is  a  decided  partisan  of  Franklin  and  an  enemy  to  Mr.  Adams.  Like  a  number  of  V 
other  patriots  here,  he  praises  the  former  by  rote  and  undertakes  to  tutor  the  other. 
Whatever  you  see  or  receive  from  him  you  may  consider  as  dictated  by  tho  French 
minister."  * 

Of  Livingston  we  shall  have  occasion  to  speak  more  fully  hereafter,  t 
In  speaking  of  him,  when  writing  to  Dana,  as  an  enemy  of  Adams,  Ar- 
thur Lee  took  tho  very  course  most  likely  to  arouse  Dana's  sympathy, 


•A.  Lee  to  Dana,  July  G,  1782;  Sparks,  MSS.,  Harvard  Library,  vol.  32. 
t/fi/ro,  H  180-18L 
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as  Daua  owed  bis  promotion  to  Adaius^  to  whom  ho  was  much  attached. 
But  it  was  not  true  tliat  Liviugstou  was  a  tool  of  France,  though  Arthur 
Lee  no  doubt  thought  ho  was.  To  the  entire  fairness  and  indetieDdence 
of  Livingston's  diplomatic  papers  in  all  matters  in  which  France  was 
concerned  there  are  no  critics  now  who  do  not  bear  testimony. 

Of  Arthur  Lee's  conrso  in  refereuco  to  Paul  Jouos  and  to  Landais  notice  Is  elaewhere 
taken.  (See  iiidcx,  Jones,  Landais.)  Paul  Jones'  view  of  Lee's  course  is  shown  in  s 
letter  to  Morris,  Juiio27, 1780,  (Cong.  Library  MSS.,  vo1unie9),  in  which  heoomplsina 
of  "Mr.  Lee's  late  conduct  and  duplicity  in  stirring  up  a  mutiny''  on  the  AliUmci, 

BObet  of  Jiinun  traiuing  on  §147.  Yet,  aside  froin  this  mononianial  jeal- 
ousy, we  may  And  an  explanation  both  of  the 
intensity  and  of  the  inapplicability  of  Arthur  Lee's  invectives  in  the 
style  of  literature  adopted  by  the  '<  Junian"  school,  of  which  as  <*  Junius 
Americanus,"  which  is  the  title  he  for  a  time  selected  for  himself,  he  was 
a  conspicuous  disciple.  The  writings  of  Junius,  according  to  Lecky, 
'^  became  for  some  time  the  favorite  model  of  political  writers,  who, 
though  they  could  not  rival  him.  in  ability,  often  equaled  and  sometimes 
even  exceeded  him  in  scurrility  and  falsehood.''*  He  ^^  never  drew  a 
portrait,"  says  the  same  able  critic,  '^  which  even  approximated  to  tnith. 
His  enemies  are  all  villains  of  the  deepest  dye,  and  his  chief  task  is  to 
diversify  and  intensify  the  epithets  of  hatred."  t  It  may  perhaps  be  said 
of  Arthur  Lee  that,  as  a  follower  of  Wilkes  and  an  admirer  and  imitator 
of  Junius,  he  applied  to  those  wliom  he  denounced,  without  being  fully 
conscious  of  their  violence,  the  terms  of  denunciation  which  had  made 
Junius  so  famous.  Tiiat  this  was  done  without  regard  to  their  appropri- 
ateness is  illustrated  by  the  wny,  us  will  be  seen  in  the  next  section,  in 
which  he  transferred  to  the  Scotch  in  America  the  obloquy  Junius  poured 
on  the  Scotch  in  Euroi)e.  In  the  denunciations  poured  on  Franklin  by 
himself  and  Izard  (and  they  show  a  common  origin)  we  find  similar  in- 
<ippropriate  transfers  of  Junius'  invectives.  It  is  true  that  this  was 
done  once  or  twice  with  some  little  effect.  There  was  no  monstrous  vio- 
lation of  probability  when  to  Franklin  wereapi)lied  the  terms  descriptive 
of  sedate  cunning  which  Junius  gave  of  Mansfield.  But  a  sense  of  entire 
unreality  cojnes  over  us  when  in  another  paragraph  wo  find  Frankhu 
flaunting  the  robes  of  audacious  youthful  libertinism  in  which  Junius 
delighted  to  paint  the  Duke  of  Grafton.  And  this  sense  of  unreality 
increases  when  we  find  that  to  other  objects  of  Arthur  Lee's  dislike 
equally  inappropriate  vituperations  were  applied. 

He  criminated  others  a8  woU  as  Dr.  Franklin.  Relative  to  tlio  transactions  of 
Congress  in  the  affair  of  Mr.  Deauo,  after  that  coinmiKsiouer  retarned  from  Franco, 
ho  wrote : 

"Paris,  May  28,  1779. 

''There  is,  jou  may  depend  upon  it,  some  deep  design  against  our  independence  at 
the  bottom.  Many  of  tlic  faction  are,  I  know,  actuated  by  the  desire  of  gelling  or 
retaining  the  pubUc  xAunder ;  Imt,  besides  tills,  Duane,  Jay,  Morris,  and  othcn»,  ir^ 


•  •; 


3  U'cky '8  History  of  Kuglaiid,  240.  t  Id.,  p.  239. 
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ttHT€  original! y  againai  our  independence,  have  it  certainly  in  vitw  to  bring  wi  back  to  our 
former  denomination.  Besides  tbo  hiviueiblo  desire  such  men  have  of  seeing  their 
system  triumphant,  yon  know  wliat  ofTcrs  of  omolnments  and  honors  have  been 
thrown  out  as  a  reward  for  those  who  will  effect  this  so  much  desired  end  for  tho 
king  and  bis  ministers.  The  same  men  who  have  been  tempted  by  avarice  to  plunder 
the  pnblio,  have  avarice,  vanity,  and  ambition  to  tempt  them  to  sell  tho  public."  ' 

Again  he  wrote  to  J.  J.  Priuglo: 

'* Paris,  Juguat  3, 1779. 

''So  effect  a  ally  have  tho  8ce<1s  sown  by  tho  fatlior  of  corruption  hero  prospered 
both  iu  Europe  and  America,  that  everything  yields  to  it.  Dumas  has  been  at  Passy 
some  weeks,  but  is  not  permitted  to  come  near  me.  Sayre  tells  me  his  object  is  to  get 
the  agency  for  a  loan  into  the  hands  of  a  French  house.  If  ho  offers  good  i)rivate  rea- 
sons it  will  embarrass  the  good  doctor  exceedingly,  becaufto  the  house  of  Grand,  iu 
whose  hands  it  is  at  present,  is  in  partnership  with  Deane  (in  which  probably  the 
doctor  may  share),  and  therefore  it  will  wound  those  honorable  and  friendly  feelings 
which  bind  them  together.  As  to  the  public,  that  is  out  of  the  question."  (7  Frank- 
lin's Works,  Bigc low's  e<1.,  45,  n.) 

**  Mr.  Arthur  Lee  in  London  had  heard  some  insinuations  against  Mr.  Jay  as  a  sus. 
picions  character,  and  had  written  to  his  hrothor,  Richard  Henry  Lee,  or  to  Mr.  Sam- 
uel Adams,  or  both,  and  although  they  were  groundless  and  injurious,  as  I  have  no 
doubt,  my  friends  had  communicated  them  too  indiscreetly,  and  had  spokon  of  Mr. 
Jay  too  lightly."    (Adams'  Autobiography ;  .3  John  Adams'  Works,  5. 

**  *"  ""SSS?"* **' *"**  5  ^^-  ^®  '"^^®  already  incidentally  noticed  Ar- 
thur Lee's  transfer  to  tho  Scotch  iu  America  of 
Junius'  attacks  on  the  Scotch  in  England.  Junius,  prompted  by  bis 
hatred  of  Mansfield  and  Bute,  and  by  the  political  motives  he  had  to 
clTect  their  humiliation,  expatiated  at  length  on  the  baseness,  the  meau- 
ness,  the  cowardice  of  the  Scotch.  So  did  Arthur  Lee,  though  to 
avenge  what  political  wrongs  or  io  effect  what  political  purpose  it 
would  be  impcssible,  so  far  as  concerns  the  American  llevolutiou,  to 
say.  The  Scotch  had  little  or  nothing  to  do  with  the  oppressive  action 
towards  America,  which  was  duo  to  typical  Englishmen,  such  as  George 
Orenvjlle,  Charles  Towushend,  and  Sandwich.  The  vituperations  by 
Junius  of  Scotland,  together  with  his  other  vituperations,  had  been 
silenced  it  was  supposed  by  bribes.  Yet  by  Arthur  Lee  those  cries  of 
"Beware  of  the  Scotch''  had  been  caught  up  long  after  Junius  had 
ceased  to  utter  them,  and  were  hurled  at  Congress  with  a  constant 
vehemence  which  shows  how  unaware  he  was  of  their  utter  want  of  Jip- 
propriateness  and  of  propriety.  Thus  ho  tells  Congress  in  his  dispatch 
of  June  3, 1770,  to  beware  of  "tho  Scots,  whoso  perQdy  you  know  can 
never  be  trusted,"  Scots  being  "  to  a  man  treacherous  and  hostile; "  and 
on  September  23, 1776,  that  tho  "principles  of  a  Scotchman"  make  him 
** subtle,  proud,  tyrannical,  and  false."  Yet  on  the  very  committees 
whom  Arthur  Lee  addressed  were  Scotchmen,  or  men  of  Scotch  descent. 
There  was  Witherspoon,  born  in  Scotland,  educated  at  Edinburgh,  a 
lineal  descendant  of  John  Knox,  president  of  Princeton  College,  a 
signer  of  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  a  member  of  the  secret  com- 


'Letter  to  LonilonLco,  now  in  (ho  Sparks  Collection  at  UarvivvdGoU^\yi^\Q\,'^, 
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uiittoe,  aud  not  only  a  devoted  revolutlouist  himself,  but  tho  teacber 
from  whom  mauy  eminent  patriots  drew  their  revolutionary  priaciples. 
There  was  McKean,  of  Scotch  descent  and  strong  Scotch-Irish  diarac- 
teristics,  a  member  of  Congress  daring  the  whole  war,  a  signer  of  the 
Declaration,  '<  hunted  like  a  fox  "  by  the  British  during  their  occopancy 
of  Pennsylvania,  moving  his  family  five  times  in  the  coarse  of  five 
months,  who  was  also  a  member  of  the  same  committee. 

Among  the  signers  of  the  Declaration  also,  and  having  seats  in  sub- 
sequent Congresses,  were  Abraham  Clark  and  James  Wilson,  both  bom 
and  educated  in  Scotland,  the  latter  an  eminent  jurist  und  judge  of 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States;  while  Philip  Livingstou, 
and  hia  illustrious  nephews,  Robert  B.  Livingston  and  Brockholst 
Livingston,  then  in  public  life,  were  Scotch  in  immediate  descent 
Splendidly  conspicuous  in  the  naval  service,  dnzzliug  by  the  unparal- 
leled brilliancy  of  his  achievements  the  eyes  of  Europe  as  well  as  of 
America,  was  John  Paul  Jones,  a  Scotchman  by  birth,  who,  when  Ar- 
thur Lee  wrote,  on  September  23, 1776,  had  been  cruising  for  nearly  a 
year  with  marvelous  success  on  the  Atlantic,  and  who  afterwanis  bo- 
came  the  object  of  Arthur  Lee's  pertinacious  dislike.  And  among  the 
Scotch  then  in  the  armies  of  the  United  States,  so  marked  for  their  gal- 
lantry that  the  most  careless  observer  must  have  noticed  them,  were 
General  Mcintosh,  General  McDougall,  and  General  St.  Clair;  while 
William  Alexander,  claiming  the  Scotch  earldom  of  Stirling,  was  then 
major- general ;  and,  thereafter  to  become  more  illustrious  than  them  all 
though  then  comparatively  unnoticed,  was  Alexander  Hamilton,  of 
West  Indian  birth  and  Scotch  parentage.  It  is  only  on  the  ground  of 
a  monomania  which  blinded  him  both  to  fact  and  propriety  that  we  can 
understand  tho  uttering  aud  reutteriiig  in  public  papers,  with  such 
an  array  of  Scotchmen  before  him,  of  the  cry  "Beware  of  the  Scotch.'' 

Frankiin'ii  caso  ncninRt  Ar-        §  149.  Could  Frankliu  havc  avoidcd  the  col- 

ikur  Lee  and  Izard.  ^ 

lisious  with  Arthur  Lee  and  Izard  which  came 
near  wrecking  the  French- American  alliance t  That  he  should  have 
wantonly  quarreled  with  them  is  inconsistent  with  his  personal  and 
political  characteristics.  The  maxim  often  quoted  by  him,  and  uni- 
formly acted  on  by  him,  is  th<at  there  is  no  such  thing  as  a  little  enemy. 
Now  here  were  big  enemies,  whose  enmity  was  Civlculated  not  only  to 
have  embittered  his  life,  so  l\ir  as  it  was  susceptible  of  being  in  this  way 
embittered,  but  of  disgracing  if  not  of  ruining  the  cause  of  his  country. 
Yet  there  is  no  doubt  that,  by  his  refusal  to  inform  Arthur  Lee,  when 
his  colleague  in  Paris,  of  the  maritime  expedition  intended  by  France, 
as  well  as  some  of  his  most  confidential  and  important  conferences  with 
Vergennea,  Arthur  Lee's  enmity,  already  stimulated  by  a  desire  to  get 
Franklin  out  of  his  way  so  that  he  could  be  sole  negotiator  at  Paris, 
was  aroused  to  frenzy,  while  the  refusal  to  confer  with  Izard  at  all 
on  matters  relative  to  the  French  negotiations  led  to  exhibitions  of  rage 
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Oil  Izard's  [)art  wbicli  pat  in  writing,  shown  about  in  Paris,  and  sent  to 
Congress,  increased  to  a  perilous  extent  the  dangers  to  wbicli  the  lega- 
tion was  already  exposed.* 

'  Was  it  in  tbo  power  of  Franklin  to  quiet  these  animosities  by  taking 
Izard  and  Arthur  Lee  into  his  full  confidencet  Whether,  if  he  did, 
they  would  have  proved  useful  colleagues  is  a  question  that  may  be 
I>e  reserved.  Wo  have  lirst  to  ask,  ought  he  to  have  told  them  all  he 
knew  about  the  mis^ionf  As  to  Izard,  it  is  plain  that  not  only  was 
Franklin  not  bound  to  communicate  to  him  secret  political  informtitiou 
derived  from  the  French  ministers,  but  that  it  would  have  been  a  breach 
of  duty  to  France  to  make  such  communications.  Iznrd  was  not  com- 
missioned to  the  French  court,  and  though  an  envoy  in  partibusj  never 
visiting  the  seat  of  his  legation  or  even  Iccaviug  Paris,  it  wsis  no  more 
proper  for  him  to  be  informed  of  the  progress  of  negotiations  with 
France  than  it  was  for  any  other  person  in  Paris  to  be  so  informed. 
Then,  aside  from  ordinary  diplomatic  usage,  was  Vcrgennes'  positive 
injunction  that,  in  view  of  the  danger  to  the  allies  of  a  disclosure  of 
their  plans,  those  plans  should  not  be  disclosed  to  Izard,  and  then  nlso 
the  fact  that  whatever  Izard  was  told  Arthur  Lee  would  at  once  know.f 

Arthur  Lee's  position  was  in  an  important  respect  dificrent  from 
that  of  Izard.  When  Lee  was  a  member  of  the  commission  to  treat  ' 
with  France,  it  was  impossible  for  Franklin  to  exclude  him  from 
knowledge  of  any  diplomatic  conferences  with  Yergeunes  which  took 
the  shape  of  action  by  the  United  States.  But  it  was  necessary, 
for  reasons  to  bo  presently  given,  that  all  communications  to  Arthur 
Lee  as  to  public  affairs  should  be  made  with  the  greatest  reserve. 

That  Franklin  gave  Arthur  Lee  or  Izard  just  grounds  to  complain  of 
"  haughtiness"  there  is  little  reason  to  believe.  Franklin's  temper  was 
naturally  urbane  and  p.atient.  Of  course,  when  pressed  by  them  for 
information  which  he  couhl  not  properly  give,  his  manner,  wheu  ho  did 
not,  as  hoBometimcs  did,  resort  to  some  playful  evasions  to  chfinge  the 
subject,  may  have  naturally,  to  eyes  so  suspicious,  appeared  "haughty." 
But  in  their  voluminous  criticisms  of  his  course  there  is  not  an  instance 
given  of  an  impatient  or  overbearing  expression  used  by  him.  On  the 
contrary,  when  ho  saw  ho  was  to  bo  overruled  by  his  colleagues,  as 
was  done  in  the  disastrous  removal  of  Williams  as  naval  agent,  and  in 
the  withholding  from  Franco  informatioji  as  to  the  progress  of  the 
treaty  of  peace,  ho  not  only  submitted  without  altercation  or  reproach, 
but  in  view  of  the  mischief  of  disclosing  dissensions  of  this  kind  to  the 
public  eye,  joined  in  the  common  signature.  Nor  did  ho,as  ho  well  could 
have  done,  utter  one  word  of  retaliation  or  resentment  when  letters  such 
as  that  of  Izard  above  given,  letters  unparalleled  in  history  for  their 
virulent  personaliry,  were  placed  in  his  luinds.  Nor  did  he  relax, 
even  under  these  extraordinary  provocations,  his  hospitalities  to  his 


•Sco  as  to  corrcspoutlcncc,  indox,  title  Dissonsious,  Franklin,  Artlmr  Lee. 
t  As  to  Izanly  hco  tw/ra,  $  177. 
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refractory  associates,  nor  did  tliey,  strange  to  say^  shrink  from  accept- 
ing these  hospitalities  at  the  very  time  they  were  pouring  into  the 
ear  of  Congress  invectives  against  him,  charging  him  with  indolence, 
immorality,  subservience  to  France,  as  well  as  insolence  to  themselves. 
Madison,  in  a  letter  to  Jefferson  of  February  11, 1783  (1  Madison's 

Writings,  G3),  says : 

*'  Your  favor  of  tho  3l8t  of  January  was  safely  bronght  by  Mr.  Tbompaon.  Thai 
of  the  7tb  iustaut  came  by  yesterday's  mail.  The  aDOcdote  related  in  the  first  was 
now  to  mo,  and  if  there  wore  uo  other  key,  would  sufficieutly  decipher  the  implaca- 
bility of  the  party  triumphed  over." 

In  a  note  it  is  said  that  the  ^^  anecdote  referred  to  an  occurrence  be- 
tween Dr.  Franklin  and  Arthur  Lee.'^ 

In  Jefferson's  letter  to  Madison  of  January  31,  17S3  (to  which  the 
above  is  an  answer),  is  the  following : 

"  I  will  give  you  an  anecdote  which  possibly  you  may  not  have  heard,  and  which  is 
related  to  me  by  Major  F.  [Franks  t],  who  had  it  from  Dr.  Franklin  himself.  •  •  • 
Mr.  Z  f  while  at  Paris,  had  often  presscil  the  doctor  to  communicate  to  him  his  several 
negotiations  with  the  court  of  France,  which  the  doctor  avoideii  as  deoently  as  he 
could.  At  length  ho  received  from  Mr.  Z.  a  very  intemperate  letter.  He  folded  it  up 
and  put  it  into  a  pigoon-hole.  A  second,  third,  and  so  on  to  a  fifth  or  sixth  he  re- 
ceived and  disposed  of  in  the  same  way.  Finding  uo  answer  could  be  obtained  by 
letter,  Mr.  Z.  paid  him  a  personal  visit,  and  gave  a  loose  to  all  the  warmth  of  which 
he  is  susceptible.  The  doctor  replied :  '  I  can  no  moro  answer  this  conversation  of 
yours  than  the  several  inipatieut  letters  you  have  written  me  (taking  them  down 
from  the  pigeou-holo).  Call  on  me  when  you  are  cool  and  good  humored  and  I  will 
Justify  myself  to  you/  They  never  saw  each  other  afterwards."  (Madison  Papers, 
Department  of  State.) 

Arthur  Leo  as  well  as  Izard  kept  up,  when  tbcy  returned  to  America, 
with  unabated  violonco,  their  attacks  on  Franklin.*  Lee  was  sent  to 
Congress  from  Virginia,  though  on  his  course  in  Paris  becoming  known 
ho  barely  escaped  recall.  Izard  also  was  sent  from  South  Carolina, 
perhaps  on  the  same  principle  of  local  pride  on  which  he  was  sustained 
by  his  colleagues,  though  from  a  paper  elsewhere  given,  by  John  Lau- 
rens, it  will  be  seen  they  far  from  agreed  in  accepting  his  views.  Of  the 
nnreservedness  of  bis  attacks  on  Franklin  we  have  an  illustration  in  a 
passage  in  Graydon,  who,  speaking  of  Izard's  conversation  at  Carlisle 
in  1783,  said:  "  He  seemed  uutincturod  with  asperity  upon  every  sub- 
ject but  one,  but  this  never  failed  to  produce  some  excitement,  and  his 
tone  ever  derived  some  animation  from  the  name  of  Dr.  Franklin. 
When,  therefore,  the  doctor's  daughter  (Mrs.  Bache),  in  speaking  of  the 
Carolinians,  said  that  she  hated  them  all  from  B  (Bee)  to  Izard,  the 
saying  I  presume  must  bo  taken  inclusively,  since,  though  I  know  noth- 
ing of  the  sentiments  of  Mr.  Bee,  [  am  enabled  pronounce  those  of  Mr. 
Izard  to  have  been  anti-Franklinian  in  the  extreme."!  Mrs.  Bache,  who 
inherited  and  transmitted  much  of  her  father's  wit,  was  not  aware  that 
it  was  from  a  South  Carolinian  (John  Laurens)  that  came  a  parody 

*  See  deUils  in  2  Parton's  Franklin,  387.        t  Quoted  in  2  Parton's  Franklin,  387. 
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wliicli  Frauklin  himself  could  uot  bavu  excelled  in  the  humorous  irony  in 
which  Izard's  passionate  blunders  were  exposed.* 

^dei^  Sraod"betr»  111*1?        ^  ^^^'  *^®"  ^'*^  *^^  Unreasonably  jealous  of 
faForitet.  rivals  are  often  unreasonably  subject  to  subordi- 

nates, who  win  their  confidence  by  acts  which  iu 
themselves  show  the  unworthiness  of  those  by  whom  they  are  used. 
This  wsis  eminently  the  case  with  Arthur  Lee.  The  very  arrogance 
and  suspiciousness  of  temper,  which  nnule  it  almost  impossible  for  his 
colleagues  to  act  with  him  as  an  associate,  rendered  him  peculiarly 
liable  to  be  imposed  on  by  the  treachery  of  dependents;  and  hence  it 
was  that  through  the  perfidy  of  his  successive  secretaries  the  secrets  of 
his  missions  were  sold  to  Loid  North,  ho  himself  made  the  channel  of 
false  decoy  intelligence  sent  to  America,  and  the  character  of  the  lega- 
tion itself  brought  under  serious  disrepute  in  the  French  ministry .t 
Arthur  Lee's  secretaries  were  as  follows: 

(1)  Thornton^  a  British  spy,  paid  by  Lord  North  to  get  true  news 
from  Leo  in  exchange  for  false  news  from  Londou.:|: 

(2)  Hezekiah  Ford.  In  an  extract  from  a  letter  of  January  9,  1770, 
from  Governor  Henry,  of  Virginia,  to  the  delegates  of  that  State,  wo 
have  the  following : 

**  *  WitliiQ  these  few  days  I  have  received  inforinatiou  by  <i  paper  seut  from  the  Hon. 
Arthur  Lee,  esq.,  at  PariH,  to  the  Hon.  John  Page,  esq.,  lionteuaat  goyeruor  of  this 
State,  that  Hezckiuli  Ford  is  secretary  to  Mr.  Lee.  Evur3*  member  of  the  privy 
council,  as  well  as  myself,  is  exceedingly  alarmed  at  the  circumstance,  haying  the 
most  perfect  conviction  that  Mr.  For«l  is  altogether  unfit  to  be  near  the  person  of  the 
American  commissioners.  Nothing  could  induce  any  member  of  the  cuuncil,  or  me, 
to  touch  upon  a  matter  of  this  dolicato  nature,  especially  at  this  time,  when  Mr.  Lee's 
character  is  attacked  in  public,  but  the  persuasion  that  either  Congress  does  n(»t  know 
that  Mr.  Ford  is  employed  in  a  confidential  capacity  by  one  of  their  commissioners,  or 
that  his  true  character  is  unknown  to  them  or  him.  An  assurance  that  the  most 
essential  inferests  of  America  will  bo  betrayed  by  this  man  if  ho  has  the  opportunity 
bos  made  it  necessary  tn  mciitiun  the  following  particulars : 

"This  Ilezekiah  Furd  has  passed  for  a  minister  of  tlic  Phurch  of  England  and  was 
sometime  chaplain  to  a  Carolina  regiment.  Ho  was  strongly  suRpcctod  of  writing  a 
seditious  paper  addressed  to  the  people  of  Hanover  county,  exhorting  them  to  resist 
by  force  a  draft  ordered  by  law  from  tiie  militia  to  fill  the  Virginia  regiments  in  con- 
tinental service.  Very  shortly  after  this  paper  appeiired  and  suspicion  of  his  writing 
it,  hs  went  at  great  hazard  to  himself  on  board  tlio  liritish  ship  of  war  called  the  SL 
Albaut,  then  lying  in  Hampton  Roads.  There  he  remained  a  considerable  time,  and 
from  thence  proceeded  to  Now  York,  continuing  with  the  enemy  until  he  chose  to 
go  to  Englanil,  from  whence  he  proceeded  after  sometime  to  Frnnce,  where  it  seems 
from  the  paper  I  inclose  he  bos  found  means  to  obtain  an  appointment  in  which  an 
enemy  to  America  may  perhaps  bo  furnished  with  opportunities  to  do  great  mischief. 
I  have  been  told  that  Ford  pretends  that  he  was  taken  by  the  S/.  Albans,    But  upon 

•  See  in/raf  H  178,  179. 

t '*Je  vons  avouerai  que  je  crains  M.  Leo  et  sos  entours."    Vcrgennea  to  Gerard, 
October  26.  1778. 
Similar  expressions  of  anxiety  and  doubt  frequently  appear. 
t  Infra,  (  207. 
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obtaiuiDg  the  best  informaf  ion  to  be  bad  on  the  subject  no  don' t  remains  of  his  going 
to  that  ship  of  his  own  free  and  premeditated  choice.  Besides  this,  there  seema  to  be 
goo«l  gronnd  to  saspeot  this  same  Mr.  Ford  of  being  concerned  io  coanterfeiling  oar 
paper  money.' " 

Next  came  tlio  following  action  of  Gongross : 

"Tuesday,  January  26,  1779. 

"The  honorable  M.  Smith  laid  before  Congress  sundry  papers  which  ho  informed 
the  House  contained  matters  of  public  information,  and  which  the  delegates  of  Vir- 
ginia were  instructed  to  lay  before  Congress:  the  papers  being  read,  are 

"(I)  An  account  hcade«l  *  Sums  advanced  for  the  State  of  Virginia  by  the  honorable 
Arthur  Lee,  esq.,  dated  the  3d  of  September,  1778,'  and  undersigned,  'A  tmecopy,  II. 
Ford,  secretary.'  On  which  is  indorsed  as  follows:  *The  delegates  from  the  State  of 
Virginia  nre  instructed  to  lay  this  paper  before  Congress,  with  a  view  to  inform  them 
that  Hezckinh  Ford,  who  signs  it  as  secretary  to  the  honorable  Arthur  Leo,  hath  been 
and  is  considered  by  tbe  governor  and  council  of  this  State  as  an  enemy  to  the  Ameri- 
can cause  of  inde|>endenco,  and  by  no  means  a  fit  person  to  be  near  the  person  of  an 
American  commissionci  in  Europe,  or  intru8t<Ml  with  any  of  the  secrets  of  the  United 
States  or  of  their  allies.    January  25,  1779.' 

"  Orderedf  That  the  committee  of  foreign  affairs  communicate  to  the  honorable  Mr. 
A.  Lee  by  the  first  opportunity  tbe  purport  of  the  above  indorsement,  that  he  may 
be  made  acquainted  with  the  character  of  Mr.  Ford."    (3  Journals  of  Congress,  191.) 

These  proceedings  were  forwardecl  by  Lovell  to  Arthur  Lee  on  Jan- 
uary 29, 1779,  in  a  lett<5r  now  in  the  colioction  at  tlie  University  of  Vir- 
ginia. This  letter,  however,  seems  not  to  have  been  received  till  May, 
1779,  and  was  never  answered  so  fnr  as  the  papers  show. 

On  April  26,  1779,  Leo  writes  to  Congress : 

"This  wiin)e  doUvorod  to  ytMi  by  Mr.  Hezeliiah  Ford,  who  has  served  me  faithfully 
for  eight  months  as  secretary.  He  will  give  you  the  best  information  in  his  power  of 
tbe  state  of  afiairs  here." 

On  July  7, 1779,  Arthur  Lee  wrote  from  Paris  to  Jefferson  (then  gov- 
ernor of  Virginiti),  saying  in  reply  to  an  inquiry,  that  he  hail  not  "the 
smallest  reason  for  suspecting"  Ford,  "and  that  lord's  conduct  was  ex- 
emplary and  irreproachable  while  he  was  here." 

On  August  23,  1779,  Whipple,  a  New  Hampshire  member  of  Con- 
gress and  strong  ))ersonal  friend  of  Arthur  Lee,  thus  writes  to  Lee 
from  Philadelphia: 

*' What  can  have  become  of  FordT  It  is  now  ten  days  since  a  follow  passenger 
of  his  passed  through  this  city  (Philndclphin),  who  Informed  me  that  Ford  hod  dis- 
patches for  Congress,  but  notliing  further  lias  boon  heard  of  him.  It  is  hinted  by 
some  that  be  will  not  be  permitted  to  pass  this  way,  bnt  these  are  not  remarkable  for 
their  friendship  for  his  late  employer." 

Ford  probably  made  his  way,  with  whatever  papers  he  possessed,  to 
the  British  authorities  at  New  York,  as  we  have  no  notice  of  his  appear- 
ing within  the  American  lines  to  defend  himself  on  the  charge  of  treason 
made  against  him  as  above.* 


*  In  George  Ill's  corrcRpoudeuco  with  North,  a  British  spy  at  Paris,  who  hod  special 
access  to  the  Americnn  legation,  is  spoken  of  frequently  under  the  name  of  "  Forth.'' 
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Among  tbe  Leo  papers  at  Harvard  College  is  preserved  the  followiug, 
which  may  be  taken  in  connection  with  Ford's  disivppearance: 

**  li  is  wen  kuowo  this  gontlcmairs  (Arthur  Loo'h)  former  privatoscorotary  was  of  u 
very  suspicious  cbnractor;  that  after  gotii^  ovor  sovcral  times  privately  back  aud 
forth  from  Paris  to  LoikIod  ho  took  up  his  rosidcuco  in  London  under  the  protcctiou 
of  the  British  miuistry,  nud  that  the  man  who  snccce<1cd  him  as  Mr.  Lee's  secretary 
was  ouo  Ford,  a  most  iufamous  tory  aud  refugee  pars'ju  from  London,  whitlier  he  liad 
ilcd  from  Virginia  to  avoid  the  veugeance  of  his  countrymen,  and  wlierc  he  lived  like 
other  refugees  uutil  he  went  over  to  Paris  aud  entered  ou  his  secretaryship  under  Mr. 
Lee."    (VIrgiuia  Qazetto,  July  17,  1771).) 

(3)  Stephen  Sayre^  whose  extraordinary  adventnres  will  be  hereafter 
*  narrated,  cind  who  compromised  the  American  cause,  if  not  by  corrup- 
tion, at  least  by  the  most  absurd  extravagances.* 

With  these  may  bo  mentioned  the  following: 

(4)  T/iomas  aAd  Ocorge  Digges^  claiming  to  be  Americans  by  birth, 
who  were  in  England  during  the  llevolution,  though  in  177S  George 
visited  the  United  States.  Of  Thomas,  Arthur  Lee,  on  December  8, 
1777,  thus  wrote  to  the  committee  of  foreign  aflairs: 

"  It  has  also  fallen  very  particularly  within  my  knowledge  that  Mr.  Thonins  Digges, 
of  Maryland,  has  exerted  himself  with  great  assiduity  and  address  in  gaining  intel- 
ligence and  doing  other  services  in  England." 

On  April  10, 1778,  we  have  Arthur  Lee  giving  to  Samuel  Adams  a 
recommendation  of  George  Digges  "  as  a  very  worthy  person,  and, 
together  with  his  brother,  who  is  yet  in  London,  has  done  services  to 
the  cause." 

The  character  of  Thomas  Digges  will  be  hereafter  considered,!  and 
it  will  be  seen  that  he  grossly  betrayed  American  trusts  which* had 
been  placed  in  his  hands. 

(5)  Bcrkenhoutf  also  in  British  employ,  the  extent  of  whose  intimacy 
with  Arthur  Lee  is  also  hereafter  notieed.| 

The  baleful  influence  of  these  men  on  the  American  cause  can  not  be 
overestimated.  The  information  they  imjiarted  to  Lee,  false  and 
treaeherous  as  it  wavS,  was  productive,  as  will  presently  be  seen,  of 
much  disaster  to  ourselves  and  to  our  allies;  and  the  information  they 
obtained  from  Lee  was  followed  by  British  expeditions  so  adroitly 
aimed  as  to  be  traceable  to  tiie  advice  so  received. 

Arthur  Lee's  own  loyalty  is  not  disputed.§    The  solution  of  the  dam- 

•  Infra,  $  J  192/,  t  Infra,  }  200.  t  Infra,  $  204. 

4  Sparks,  in  a  manuscript  note  in  the  Harvard  CoUection,  vol.  22,  says: 
"There  was  prohably  not  a  truer  patriot  in  Aniurica  than  Arthur  JjGc,  nor  one  mure 
firm  and  decided  in  the  course  ho  professed  to  pursue.  There  is  not  a  glimpse  of 
proof  that  he  had  any  bias  or  arfection  or  interest  towards  England  which  could  be 
considered  as  compromittiug  his  attuchmout  to  his  own  country.  His  faults  of  tem- 
per aud  iudiscretiou  were  innumerable,  aud  made  him  a  very  unfit  man  for  the  x>08t 
he  held  abroad,  but  the  reproach  of  leaning  towards  the  enemies  of  his  country,  or 
seeking  personal  ends  of  profit  or  gain,  can  not  be  applied  to  him  without  marked 
injustice."  Sparks  gave  this  testimony  after  a  carefiil  review  and  refutation  of 
Arthur  Lee's  gross  perversions  of  fact  as  to  Vorgoniica,  Adams,  Jay,  and  Gerard, 
which  misstatements  Sparks  attributed  to  jealousy  amounting  to  insanity. 
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age  attributable  to  bis  conuectiou  with  the  mission  is  to  be  foand  in 
part  in  a  jealousy  of  Franklin  approaching  fury,  and  in  a  confidence  in 
his  secreUiries  and  subordinates  approaching  fatuity.  There  hare  been 
other  honest  men  with  the  same  traits;  men  above  corruption,  yet 
who  can  see  nothing  but  what  is  untrustworthy  in  supposed  rivals,  and 
nothing  but  what  is  trustworthy  in  obsequious  dependents. 

Garnnchael's  letter  to  Congress  of  August  6, 1778,  in  answer  to  Ar- 
thur Lee's  charges,  will  be  found  in  a  curious  volume  entitled  "  Papers 
in  relation  to  the  case  of  Silas  Deanc,  Philadclxihia;  printed  for  the 
Seventy-Six  Society,    riiiladelphia,  1855." 

Unfortunately  this  letter  is  given  without  the  exhibits,  consisting  of^ 
letters  bearing  on  Arthur  Lee's  English  correspondents. 

The  following  statement  by  Oarmichael  is  worthy  of  notice: 

"Tho  suspicions  entortaiiiod  by  the  Fronoh  miuistry  tbat  the  seorote  rcspeeting 
onr  affairs  were  betrayed  is  by  no  means  to  be  wondered  ut ;  for  the  h$9  of  Mr,  IMt 
paper$  at  Berlin  gave  such  a  clue  to  the  English  court,  that  the  eommiseioncrs  could  not  have 
concealed  the  operations  at  that  time  commenced,  unlesSf  in  the  midst  of  them,  thejf  had 
changed  their  whole  arrangement,  which  was  imjwssible.  From  this  unfurtnnate  circam- 
stance  arose  tlio  necessity  of  selling  our  frigate  in  Holland  and  many  other  obstacles 
to  the  transportation  of  our  clothing  from  Europe."  * 

Comments  on  the  damage  done  by  the  loss  of  these  letters  will  be 
found  in  a  note  to  Arthur  Lee's  letter  to  commissioners  of  June  28, 
1777,  where  Oarlislo  is  quoted  to  the  efifect  that  through  them  the  British 
Government  gained  important  information. 

''A  secret  memoir,*'  by  Bcfiumarchais,  giving  his  views  as  to  Deane  and  Franklin,  is 
published  in  3  Mag.  of  Anier.  History,  G31.  In  this  paper  Lee's  *' libertine  suppers" 
are  i;oferred  to  as  the  occasions  of  his  disclosures  to  Beauniarchais  of  his  political 
preferences.  Ho  refers  to  Arthur  Lee  having  sent  his  ''  valot  de  chambre  very  secretly 
to  London''  on  the  receipt  of  the  letters  recalling  Dcano,  and  asks:  ''What  is  the 
object  of  this  mysterious  message  f  Why  do  they  always  know  in  London  so  exactly 
what  is  passing  in  Versailles  f  "  The  letter  goes  on  to  urge  Vergennes  to  bestow  some 
public  mark  of  royal  consideration  on  Deane. 

This  letter  is  not  dated,  but  is  followed  by  Vergennes'  letter  of  March  26,  1778,  to 
Deane,  accompanying  a  portrait  of  the  king. 

Imposed  npon  by  decoy  fab-        §  151,  Tbjit  Arthur  Loo  was  mislcd  by  false 

rications.  ^^ 

information  given  to  him  as  to  British  move- 
ments, and  that  Congress  and  our  military  authorities  were  misled  by 
him,  his  letters  to  Congress  show.  We  may  begin  with  the  letters 
written  by  him  in  the  spring  of  177G.  The  then  real  object  of  British 
attack  were  the  cities  of  New  York  and  Charleston.  For  the  latter 
city  the  fleet  under  Sir  Peter  Piukcr  and  the  land  forces  commanded 
by  Lord  Cornwallis  and  General  Clinton  were  destined.  Sullivan's 
Island,  which  controlled  the  approach  to  Charleston,  was  defended 
successfully  by  the  Americans,  and  on  June  28,  1776,  the  British  attack 
was  repulsed.    New  York  fared  much  worse.    It  was  against  this  city 

that  the  main  body  of  the  British  forces  were  hurled.   Early  in  June 

—  — — • —  ■ —— —  -  - 

*  See  supra,  $  90. 
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General  Howe,  ^Mu  prosecution  of  bis  plan,  refreshed  bis  troops  at 
Halifax  and  proceeded  to  Sandy  Hook;  but  being  informed  tbat  tbe 
enemy  were  endeavoring,  by  strong  intrencbmcnts  at  New  York  ind 
Long  Island,  and  by  chains  of  sunk  vessels  in  different  parts  of  the 
channel  to  obstruct  the  passage  of  the  fleet  up  the  North  and  East 
rivers,  he  repaired  to  Staten  Island,  opposite  Long  Island,  where  he 
landed  his  men  without  opposition.  Lord  Howe,  the  joint  commissioner 
for  treating  on  peace,  who  had  been  long  expected,  arrived  in  the  in- 
terval at  Sandy  Hook,  and,  proceeding  immediately  to  Staten  Island, 
lauded  his  troops  (July  1)  from  England,  which  augmented  the  British 
force  to  nearly  thirty  thousand  men,  supported  by  a  numerous  and 
powerful  fleet."* 

Before  this  overwhelming  force  Washington,  whose  army  was  weak- 
ened by  large  detachments  to  the  north,  was  compelled  to  retreat,  and 
New  York  was  lost.  How  far  the  defective  disposition  of  the  Ameri- 
can forces  was  induced  by  Arthur  Lee's  erroneous  *' confidentially 
obtained"  advices  can  not  now  be  discovered.  It  is  enough  to  say  that 
Arthur  Lee's  statement  that  the  British  northern  atlack  was  to  be 
through  Quebec  and  Albany  and  that  the  southern  attack  was  to  be 
aimed  at  Virginia  not  only  was  untrue,  but  wiis  calculated  greatly  to 
mislead  those  directing  the  American  campaign. 

The  plan  which  Arthur  Leo  announced  for  the  British  campaign  of 
1776  was  substantially  that  adopted  by  Great  Britain  for  the  campaign 
of  1777.  When,  however,  Arthur  Lee  undertook,  on  February  11, 
1777,  to  announce  the  latter  campaign,  it  was  in  terms  as  incorrect 
and  misleading  as  those  in  which  he  foretold  the  campaign  of  1776. 
Howe  was  'Ho  act  against  New  England;"  Caiieton  was  to  make  his 
way  over  the  lakes  to  keep  the  middle  colonics  in  awe,  while  *'  Burgoy  ne, 
with  an  armament  from  England  of  ten  thousand,  if  it  can  be  procured, 
invades  the  South — probably  Virginia  and  Maryland."! 

As  Sparks  well  remarks:  "This  intelligence,  which  was  entirely 
erroneous,  was  probably  sent  into  France  with  a  view  of  creating  tLere 
a  false  impression  as  to  the  plans  of  the  British  Government."  That 
the  intelligence  came  through  Thornton,  and  that  Thornton  was  em- 
ployed at  the  time  as  a  British  spy,  we  now  know,  but  it  was  not  known 
by  Sparks.  But  be  that  as  it  may,  the  British  campaign  was  for  Howe 
to  invade  not  New  England  but  Philadelphia;  for  Bnrgoyne  to  attack 
not  Virginia  but  New  York,  by  way  of  Canada,  to  be  met  on  the  Hud- 
sou  liiver  by  Clinton,  and  in  this  way  to  *•' encircle  New  England;" 
while  for  Carleton  "to  make  his  way  over  the  Likes  to  keep  the  middle 
colonies  in  awe,"  as  a  feint,  was  not  within  the  British  plan  at  all.    The 

•2  Adolphus' History  of  England,  309.  I  qnoto  from  this  author  as  the  JBuglish 
bistoriaii  who,  of  all  others,  is  least  likely  to  fail  iu  details  of  the  British  campaign 
dnring  tho  rovolutiouary  war.  To  the  same  general  effect  is  6  Mahon's  .History,  of 
EnglaDd,  164/. 

t  See  letter  of  commiseionors  to  Yergeunes,  Feb.  1,  1777. 
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same  may  be  said  of  Lee's  statement  of  Febraary  18, 1777,  as  derived 
from  a  <<  coufideutial  correspoudent,"  that  <'  Boston  is  certainly  to  be 
attacked  in  the  spring.    Borgoyne  will  command." 

The  British  campaign  of  the  summer  of  1778  is  thus  annonuoed  by 
Arthur  Lee  in  a  letter  to  the  committee  of  foreign  affairs  dated  June 
1,1778: 

**  I  have  exceeding  good  information  that  tlioirplau  of  oporations  for  AmoricaiBU 
follows:  Qeuornl  Howe  is  to  evoouate  Philadelphia,  eendingfivo  ikoueand  o/hi$  Uroopt 
and  ten  ehipe  oficar  io  Quebec;  the  rest  of  the  troops,  with  the  fleet,  are  to  reinni  to 
llaliraXy  where  the  latter,  being  Joined  by  Admiral  Byron,  will,  it  is  presamed,  main- 
tain a  superiority  in  those  seas  over  the  allied  fleet." 

That  Philadelphia  was  to  l)e  evacuated  before  the  summer  campaign 
of  1778  began  was  a  matter  of  necessity,  as  the  British  army  was  melt- 
ing away  by  desertion  in  that  city,  and  the  river  was  liable  any  moment 
to  be  blockaded  by  the  French.  What  the  ministry  wanted  was  to 
enable  Howe's  army  to  retreat  safely  to  New  York  without  danger, 
and  to  draw  Washington  off  from  impeding  this  retreat  nothing  oould 
have  been  more  effective  than  to  impress  him  with  the  belief  that 
Ilowe,  instead  of  marching  across  New  Jersey,  would  go  by  sea  to 
Halifax.  Fortunately  Arthur  Lee's  letter,  by  which  this  strategem  was 
to  work,  did  not  reach  America  in  time  to  take  effect  That  Howe 
should  have  taken  his  army  to  Quebec  and  Halifax  was  in  fact  a  sug- 
gestion which  on  its  face  could  only  have  been  regarded  as  a  clumsy 
decoy.  Washington,  seeing  that  the  only  available  retreat  for  the  Brit- 
ish troops  was  through  New  Jersey,  followed  them  on  that  line,  and 
gave  battle  to  them  at  Monmouth. 

Of  the  British  expedition  to  Georgia  in  1778,  by  which  Savannah 
was  taken  and  great  injury  inflicted  on  the  American  cause,  we  have 
not  an  intimation,  though,  as  we  are  told  in  G  Mahou's  History  of  Eng- 
land, 383,  Sir  Henry  Clinton's  "main  purpose  at  this  time  was  to  carry 
the  war  into  the  Southern  States.  •  •  •  With  these  view^s,  in  which 
the  cabinet  at  home  participated,  Sir  Henry  dispatched  a  body  of  thirty- 
five  hundred  men  by  sea  to  Georgia."  Of  this  "  cabinet"  purpose  how- 
ever Arthur  Leo's  confidential  authority  gives  no  hint.  The  real  i)oints 
of  British  attack  are  concealed,  while  decoy  statements  are  given  of 
plans  which  never  existed,  and  spots  which  it  was  not  inteudecl  to 
attack. 

We  have,  then,  advices  forwarded  to  Congress  by  Arthur  Leo  of  the 
British  plans  for  the  three  successive  campaigns  of  1776,  1777,  and 
1778.  It  is  diilicult  to  regard  these  advices,  each  of  them,  if  followed 
out,  calculated  to  bring  great  disaster  on  the  American  cause,  other- 
wise than  as  a  system  of  decoy  imposed  by  Lord  North  tbrough  Thorn- 
ton on  Arthur  Lee.  The  patriotism  and  honesty  of  Arthur  Lee  can  not 
be  assailed.  But  he  was  imposed  on  by  obsequious  traitors,  to  whom, 
like  most  men  of  vehement  prejudices  when  approached  by  subservient 
villains,  he  gave  his  coniidence  in  the  same  way  that  to  his  rivals  or 

6U 
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superiors  he  gave  his  animosity.  But  it  tells  but  little  for  his  ucutcness 
of  observatiou  that  after  his  earlier  predictions  had  failed  so  disastrously  ' 
he  should  have  gone  on  drawing  and  communicating  subsequent  an- 
nouncements from  the  same  source.  Yet,  oven  if  ho  had  been  expressly 
warned  of  this  treachery,  it  is  not  probable  ho  wouhl  have  heeded  the 
warning.  For,  like  others  of  his  temper,  the  uniform  suspicion  with 
which  he  regarded  equals  led  him  to  look  upon  obsequious  dependents 
si8  above  suspicion. 

Thornton's  communications  to  Arthur  Lee  in  respect  to  British  opera- 
tions in  America  were  mostly  oral,  and  of  such  as  were  written  only  a 
few  scraps  remain.  We  must  judge  of  them  cliietiy  therefore  from  the 
form  they  took  when  transferred  to  Arthur  Lee's  letters  to  America. 
It  is  otherwise  however  with  a  remarkable  group  of  letters  whose  char- 
acter and  effect  may  be  thus  stated : 

In  May,  1778,  Thornton,  under  Arthur  Lee's  instructions,  undertook 
a  journey  to  Portsmouth  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  information  of 
British  naval  operations.  The  period  was  one  of  singular  peril.  Through 
the  mismanagement  and  supineness  of  the  administration  England,  on 
the  eve  of  a  war  with  France,  was  practically  undefended,  while  France  v 
was  gathering  at  Brest  and  at  Toulon  two  powerful  fleets.  The  an- 
nouncement however  of  the  treaty  of  alliance  between  France  and  the 
United  States  awoke  the  ministry  to  their  danger,  and  on  March  22, 
1778,  Keppel,  then  the  ablest  and  most  popular  admiral  in  service,  was 
commissioned  as  commander-in-chief  of  the  channel  fleet.  On  the  24th 
of  March,  as  his  biographer  tells  us,  *Mie  hoisted  his  flag  on  board  the 
Prince  Oeorge,  But  instead  of  the  noble  fleet  he  had  been  led  to  expect 
there  were  only  six  ships  of  the  line  in  any  degree  fit  for  service,  a  great 
scarcity  of  sailors,  and  an  almost  toUil  deficiency  of  stores  and  pro- 
visions.*' • 

This  would  have  been  the  time  for  a  French  descent.  But  of  the  d^ 
fenseless  condition  of  the  English  coast  and  of  the  feebleness  of  the 
channel  fleet  it  was  not  intended  by  the  British  Government  that  the 
French  should  be  informed;  and  Thornton  then,  as  we  shall  see,  in 
constant  correspondence  with  Lord  North,  was  no  doubt  instructed  net 
merely  to  cover  up  this  deficiency,  but  to  give  Arthur  Lee  such  an  ac- 
count of  the  channel  fleet  as  would  prevent  a  French  dash  on  England. 
This  he  did  in  a  note  of  April  25,  now  among  the  Lee  manuscripts  in 
the  library  of  the  University  of  Virginia,  in  which  note  he  declares  that 
there  are  "at  Spithead  thirty  ships  of  the  line,  beside  four  frigates  and 
eight  sloops,  beside  ten  sail  of  the  line  getfing  re.idy  with  all  expedi- 
tion." He  states  in  the  same  note  that  "  two  men  of  war  of  the  line  are 
to  sail  immediately  to  convoy  the  Manchester  regiment  to  Gibraltar." 
Here  was  a  piece  of  information  which,  if  true,  would  have  been  of  great 
value  to  France,  since  it  would  have  enabled  a  small  detachment  of  the 


•2LifoofKeppcl,  19. 
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Fn*.uch  fleet  nt  Brest  to  seize  without  dlQiculty  these  two  ships  with  the 
^^ Manchester  regiment"  in  tow.  But  the  statement  was  a  trap,  siooe 
Keppcl's  instructions  were  to  send  with  these  two  ships  as  large  a  imrt 
of  liis  fleet  as  wouUl  be  necessary  to  protect  them  from  a  surprise,  and 
not  to  let  the  convoy  sail  till  it  could  be  thus  secured.  Hence,  if  France 
had  acted  on  Thornton's  information,  the  small  squadron  she  would  have 
sent  out  to  capture  the  *<  two-ship  convoy  "  would  have  found  itself  at 
once  enveloi>cd  in  a  vastly  superior  force. 

On  May  16,  when,  under  Keppel's  vigorous  administration,  the  chan- 
nel fleet  had  been  largely  re-enforced  and  was  fully  ready  for  acjioo, 
Thornton,  no  doubt  still  under  instructions  from  the  ministry,  entirely 
changed  his  key.  On  April  25,  wheu  the  coast  was  comparatively  de- 
fenseless, be  falsely  exaggerated  the  strength  of  the  channel  fleet  so  as 
to  ])revent  attack.  On  May  10,  wheu  the  fleet  was  strong,  he  falsely 
understated  its  strength  so  as  to  invite  attack.  It  could  not  be  con- 
cealed from  France  that  Keppel  hiid  at  that  particular  time  between 
thirty-five  and  forty  ships  under  his  command,  for  these  ships  had  been 
exhibited  at  a  royal  i*eview  a  few  days  before,  and  their  names  and 
armaments  published  to  the  world.  But  Thornton  informs  Arthur  Lee 
that  the  thirty-five  ships  which,  after  certain  detachments,  are  all  that 
remain  to  Keppel,  "are  very  little  more  than  half  manned,  that  yoa 
may  rely  on  as  truth,  I  have  it  from  a  principal  clerk  of  the  admiralty .''^ 
He  then  goes  on  with  a  dangerously  deceptive  statement:  *'The  Bien- 
fainant  and  a  sloop  are  ordered  to  cruise  oil*  Brest,  to  observe  the  mo- 
tion of  the  lleet.  McBride,  whodistinguisliedhimself  last  war,  cornniands 
it."  Now, as  we  learn  from  Keppel's  Life,  the  Bien/aisanty  commanded  by 
Captiiin  McBriile,  was  one  of  Keppel's  fleet,  but  so  far  from  it  being 
intended  that  the  Bicnfaisant  should  cruise,  accompanied  only  by  a 
slooi),  before  Brest,  so  as  to  justify  an  attack  by  a  snifvll  French  detach- 
nivnt,  the  instructions  issued  on  April  25,  1778,  by  the  admiralty  to 
Keppel  were,  •*  to  cruise  at  such  a  distance,  and  upon  such  a  station, 
otl'  the  port  of  Brest,  as  you  shall  judge  most  proper  to  prevent  the 
junction  of  the  French  s(]uadrons  above  mentioned,  and  to  intercept 
any  ships  that  ma^'  attempt  to  sail  from  Brest  to  molest  the  convoy 
going  to  Gibraltar.  •  •  •  In  case  the  Toulon  sqmvdrou  shall  have 
joined  the  squadron  at  Brest  before  you  arrive  upon  your  station,  •  •  • 
and  the  two  8(]uadrons,  wheu  combined,  should  venture  to  come  out, 
or  if  ati  the  time  the  Toulon  squadron  may  be  attempting  to  push  into 
the  port  of  Brest,  •  •  •  the  squadron  in  that  port  should  come 
out,  in  order  to  succor  and  effect  a  junction  with  the  other,  you  are,  in 
either  of  the  cases,  if  the  superiority  of  the  French  fleet  is  not  ver^'  ap 
parent,  to  give  them  battle."!  The  instructions  to  Keppel  were  to 
attack  the  Brest  fleet  in  force  whenever  it  should  come  out.    Thornton's 


*  Loe  MSS.y  Harvard  Library.    This  is  reiterated  in  a  letter  dated  Portsmouth, 
May  21. 
tiiKopporsLifo,  27,  28. 
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iulseliood  as  to  tbo  Bien/aisantj  uo  doubt  iutended  to  reach  the  French 
Goverumeut  through  Arthur  Lee,  uiight,  if  it  had  bceu  believed,  have 
led  to  the  capture  of  at  least  that  part  of  the  Brest  fleet  which  had 
been  thus  enticed  out  to  catch  the  Bienfaisant.  On  May  30,  as  if  to 
draw  au  additional  veil  over  the  British  plan  of  campaign  and  to  throw 
the  French  still  more  ofif  their  guard,  Thornton  writes  to  Arthur  Lee 
that  Admiral  Byron  is  ordered  ''not  to  attack  any  French  ships  of 
war  unless  he  finds  they  have  acted  in  a  hostile  manner." 

It  was  not  until  May  30,  just  as  Keppel  was  making  his  preparations 
to  leave  port,  that  Thornton  advised  Arthur  Lee  of  the  movement 
towards  Brest,  instructions  for  which  had  issued  on  April  25.  The 
decoy  of  May  16  had  proved  ineffectual,  and  there  was  no  longer  any 
use  in  attempting  to  conceal  those  movements  of  the  channel  fleet, 
which  the  most  careless  observer  would  detect 

On  June  13  Keppel  got  under  weigh  for  that  cruise  which  had  so  much 
to  do  with  his  own  reputation  and  with  the  future  course  of  the  war. 
lie  had  with  him  twenty-two  ships  of  the  line,  three  frigates,  and  two 
armed  cutters.  An  engagement  was  prematurely  precipitated  between 
several  of  his  ships  and  two  French  ships;  and  from  papers  taken  from 
the  latter  ^'Keppel  found  to  his  astonishment  that  the  Freuch  biul 
thirty-two  sail  of  the  line,  besides  ten  or  twelve  frigates,  in  Brest  roads. 
*  *  *  As  his  secret  instructions  expressly  enjoined  him,  if  he  found 
the  force  at  Brest  superior  to  his  own,  to  return  to  St.  Helen's  for  a  re- 
enforcement,  and  not  to  leave  exposed  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  the 
protection  of  which  was  to  be  the  principal  object  of  his  care  and  atten- 
tion, he  found  himself  under  the  painful  necessity  of  returning  to  Eng- 
land." • 

It  was  at  this  critical  juncture,  when  a  French  descent  on  England 

might  have  inflicted  a  decisive  blow,  that  Thornton  forwarded  by 

express  to  Arthur  Lee  the  following  extraordinary  letter,  printed  here 

as  written : 

•*8tu  Junr,  1778. 
"I  woald  advise  you  to  come  over  as  soon  as  possible  or  elso  you  may  bo  obliged  to 
go  by  HoUand ;  a  cbange  of  Ministry  is  settled  and  will  imedoatly  take  place.  Lord 
North  certainly  goes  out  Lord  Gower  comes  in  his  room,  Mr.  Jonkinson  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Lord  Stormond  is  mentioned  in  Iho  room  of  Lord  Snflfolk;  we  are 
little  afraid  of  their  French  bombast  of  Invading  us,  we  have  formed  a  Camp  at  Cox- 
heath  betwixt  Chatham  &,  Maidstone  of  0  Batta'nsof  Rogulurs  two  of  Dragoons  aud 
of  12  Reg'ts  of  Militia  there,  we  will  have  11,000  men  ready  to  rucoive  them,  we  have 
another  at  VVasley  Common  near  Uroutwood  of  about  8,000  men  and  one  near  Win- 
chester of  7,000  men  so  that  you  see  we  are  well  prepared  to  receive  them,  let  that 
Incendiary  Jones  come  to  make  another  attempt  in  the  North,  Itee'll  be  well  received 
by  Earl  Percy  and  two  regiments  of  Regulars  A  all  the  Militia  of  the  Counties  of 
Cumberland  Northumberland  &.  Yorkshire.  AdM  Keppel  with  2'Z  Ships  from  100  to  64 
I&.  2  Frigates  of  32  Guns  wait  only  for  the  Great  Ad'l  the  Duku  Do  Cliartres  to  come 
out  of  Brest  to  attack  him,  we  make  ourselves  sure  of  him,  they  propose  giving  him 
the  late  Peter  Taylor's  House  near  Port  down,    our  friends  the  Scotch  have  behaved 


•  2  Keppel's  Life,  32,  33. 


§151.]  DIPLOMATIC   CORRESPONDENCE.  [CHAP.  XII. 

most  uobly  they  have  coniplealed  Lord  McLood,  John  Campbell  &  Lord  Seaford's 
Reg'te  the  rest  are  not  uoar  coinploatod,  consider  what  number  of  men  it  will  take^ 
and  what  Spirits  the  Welch  have  she w'd  their  Reg't  is  compleatod,  L't  Col.  PIcton  of 
the  12th  is  appointed  Col.  to  it.  Oh  I  My  D'r  friend  very  bad  news  from  America, 
take  care  what  I  write  doth  not  come  to  the  Knowledge  of  the  Americans  at  Paris  it 
would  make  them  exult  too  much.  I  was  in  company  for  Several  Hours  with  Col. 
Fitzpatrick  Just  returued  Crum  Philadelphia,  what  an  account  he  gives  of  tbo  despon- 
dency of  our  bravo  fellows,  their  general  discouuteut,  doclariug  that  Ihey  aresaeri- 
ficed  by  this  Ministry,  and  talk  highly  of  Oou'l  Washington  oto. — the  guards  and 
several  of  the  weakest  Rog'ts  are  coming  home  with  Sir  Wm.  Howe  as  well  as  :1U 
frigates,  in  short  you  see  woe  are  abaudouning  America.  Philadelphia  is  to  be  ovacn- 
atod,  Now  York  is  to  bo  kept  if  possible,  you  that  always  cryed  np  this  Ministry, 
what  will  yon  say  now. — Its  affirmed  for  certain,  that  Lord  N.  has  constantly  been 
opposed  by  the  rest  of  the  Council,  and  had  ip  not  been  for  him,  you  would  have  bad 
a  Declaration  of  war,  soon  aflbor  the  French  Ambassador's  departure  from  here,  what 
pity  it  is  that  we  have  not  sailors  enough  to  comploat  that  fine  fleet  of  Ad'I  Kcppel, 
we  want  above  4,000  men,  which  to  yon  and  I  that  understand  nothing  of  the  sea, 
must  appear  a  great  number  wanting-- if  you  knew  the  number  of  Men  of  War  pat 
every  week  in  Commission  at  Deptford,  Chatham  &,  Sheerness  yon  would  not  be 
afraid  for  Old  England,  the  Devil  in  it,  we  have  no  hands  to  maun  them,  your  let- 
ters I  have  received  I  have  given  yon  this  long  detail,  to  show  you  we  are  not  afraid 
of  the  French,  tho'  they  are  vastly  eo  in  Ireland,  were  the  people  seem  ready  for  a 
revolt,  owing  to  the  want  of  work.  I'll  take  great  care  of  your  buckles. 
•*  fareyewelle. " 

(Indorsed  by  Arthur  Lee:) 

"Thornton,  June  8th."  * 

Of  this  letter,  in  which  Thorntou  assumed  the  gaise  of  an  Euglish- 
man,  who,  more  or  less  sympathizing  with  America,  was  nevertheless 
hostile  to  France,  the  object  evidently  was  to  lead  the  French  authori- 
ties to  think  that  England  was  so  thoroughly  aroused  and  armed  that 
a  successful  descent  on  her  coast  wiis  impracticable.  The  misstate- 
ments made  by  him  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  a  French  attack  are 
as  follows : 

(1)  The  gross  exaggeration  of  the  English  co<'\st  defenses  and  armed 
camps. 

(2)  The  statement  that  Keppel  was  to  wait  for  an  attack,  whereas 
Keppel,  in  accordance  with  his  instructions,  was  about  to  put  to  sea  to 
attack  the  French. 

(3)  The  statement  that  Lord  North,  being  outvoted  in  the  cabinet 
when  urging  a  declaration  of  war  against  France,  was  about  to  resign, 
whereas  Lford  North  never  was  so  firmly  seated  as  prime  minister,  more 
satisfied,  and  more  satisfactory  to  his  royal  master  than  at  this  very 
period.f  North  must  have  smiled  when,  in  order  to  mislead  the  French 
ministry,  he  sent  word  to  it  through  Thornton  that  he  was  to  be  driven 
from  the  cabinet  on  account  of  his  warlike  propensities.  It  was  of 
course  important  to  hoodwink  France  as  to  England's  warlike  prepara- 
tions; but  it  is  now  well  known  that  not  only  was  North  then  in  full 


•  Loe  MSS.,  Harvard  Library. 

t  Very  strong  to  this  cnTocb  is  George  Ill's  letter  to  Lord  North  of  June  2,  1778 ;  2 
Corr.,  etc.,  199. 
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royal  favor,  bat  that  be  was  far  from  being  the  most  belligerent  mem- 
ber of  the  cabinet  over  which  he  presided. 

The  following  was  written  between  KeppePs  re-enforcement  after  his 
return  to  port  and  the  indecisive  action  on  July  27,  when  the  French 
fleet  came  oat  to  meet  him : 

"24X11  Junk,  1778. 
*<  I  wrote  you  tbo  ISih,  S-Zd,  <&  30th  of  last  luoiitb,  tlio  lOtli  <&  15t1i  of  this,  and  not  a 
Hdo  from  yoa;  if  yoa  had  >Trote  auy  politioks  tho  lottor  is  stopt  I  siippoHO  iu  Franco. 
I  ain  afraid  you  are  sot  off  from  Paris,  PI)  foHiiw  you  wheixs  ever  you  are.  if  the 
French  have  a  uiiud  to  get  a  drubbing  they  may  come  out  of  l^rest.  Adl  Keppen  is 
there  watching  them  with  23  Ships  of  line  &  4  Frigates,  he  wont  begin  first  Hostil- 
ities ;  and  here  we  are  prepared  iu  ease  they  should  attempt  to  invade  us.  at  Cox- 
heath  we'll  have  by  tho  end  of  the  month  betwixt  11,000  to  12,000  men  under  the 
Comand  of  Qenl  Keppell.  I  make  uo  doubt  wee  could  assemble  in  less  than  7  or  d 
days  about  25,000  men — wo  are  very  uneassy  that  they  should  leave  the  North  so 
defeucess,  having  hardly  auy  troops  there,  however  I  hope  soon  they'll  take  care  of 
that  part  also,  you  cant  oouceive  how  hard  we  are  working  iu  all  our  dock  yards  to 
get  the  ships  and  frigates  ready  for  Sea,  many  will  be  soon,  but  the  Devil  where  shall 
we  get  the  men  to  mauo  them.  I  could  give  you  the  Acct  of  them  but  dare  uot,  for 
feare  of  some  American  at  Paris  getting  it.  Sir  Wm  Howe  is  expected  every  day 
what  a  dust  when  he  arrives.  We  have  a  report  that  Sir  II.  Clinton  has  attacked 
Genl  Wasbiugtou  and  has  defeated  him,  but  its  only  a  report,  not  hearing  from  you 
made  mo  very  uueassy  for  feare  of  your  being  sick  which  made  me  resolved  to  set  off, 
but  nuluokely  I  am  so  swelPd  that  I  am  obliged  to  wait  alittle  till  the  swelling  is  re- 
duced. I  am  not  able  to  stirr  from  my  bed.  I'll  bring  a  pair  of  fine  buckles,  if  you 
want  anything  Else  lot  me  know  as  soon  as  you  have  received  this — 
"fareyewell" 

(Addressed:)  **To  Mr.  Alexr  Johnston  No  5  rue  des  Battailles  a  Chaillot  proehe 
Paris"  [being  a  name  used  by  Arthur  Leo  for  disguise.] 

(Indorsed  by  A.  Lee:)  ''Thorutou,  June  24th." 

Here,  again,  are  two  misstatements,  which  may  iiave  been  among  the 
causes  of  the  ill  success  of  France  in  the  engagements  of  July  23-27, 
1778.  Ill  the  first  place,  Keppel's  fleet  is  spoken  of  as  twenty-three 
ships  of  the  line  and  four  frigates,  the  same  as  it  had  been  when  he  first 
weighed  anchor,  whereas,  while  he  had  but  twenty-four  sail  of  the  line, 
four  frigates,  and  two  fire  ships  under  his  immediate  command,  arrange- 
ments were  then  being  perfected  by  which  ho  was  to  bo  joined,  when  he 
set  sail, by  six  moreshipsof  theline.  In  the  second  place,  insteiul  of  being 
required  not  to  begin  hostilities,  liis  orders  were  to  go  to  sea  and  attack 
the  French.  When  they  met  '^  the  French  admiral  at  first  ap|)eared 
desirous  of  bringing  on  a  general  engagement,  but  as  soon  as  ho  be- 
came aware  of  the  increase  of  his  adversary's  force  he  relinquished  the 
design.''*  The  result  was  indecisive,  each  fleet  returning  to  port.  To 
the  surprise  of  the  French  at  finding,  when  they  engaged,  that  the 

^  2  KuppeFs  Life,  37.  For  a  French  account,  see  2  Martin's  Decline  of  French 
Monarchy,  389;  5  Guizot's  France,  383.  According  to  Yonge  (1  History  of  British 
Navy,  341)  the  French  commander  ''  had  probably  been  ignorant  of  KeppeFs  return  to 
England  for  re-enforcenicnts.  At  all  events,  he  believed  him  to  be  far  weaker  than 
he  really  was,  and  at  first  showe<l  every  inclination  to  light.'' 
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British  forces  were  equal  to  tbeir  own,  nothing  could  have  coDtriboted 
more  effectively  than  Thornton's  letter  of  June  24,  supposing  it  to  have 
been  received  and  believed. 

su«poctod  by  Franklin  and        §  152.  Did  Vcrceniies  and  Franklin  know  of 

VorKennos.  ^  *^ 

Thornton's  relation  to  Lord  North  and  of  Ford's 
trc<achery  f  Yer^enncs,  according  to  Doniol  and  Lom^nie,  had  grounds 
to  suspect  that  Tice  was  intimate  with  men  who  were  in  British  pay;* 
and  Franklin  had  grounds  to  suspect  Thornton  of  maintaining  clandes- 
tine relations  with  Liord  North.  But  we  have  no  adequate  reason  to 
believe  that  either  Yergenues  or  Franklin  had  any  reliable  knowledge 
that  Thornton  was  a  professional  British  spy.  They  felt  that  they 
were  duped  by  the  information  he  gave  them  and  that  they  were  sub- 
jected to  great  perils  thereby;  they  knew  that  information  of  their  own 
movements  rea<*.hed  the  British  minister  also  to  their  great  detriment; 
but  it  is  not  likely  that  even  Franklin,  much  as  he  disliked  sensational 
collisions,  would,  if  he  had  been  informed  of  the  extent  of  Thornton'8 
treachery,  have  kept  back  the  information  from  Congress.  But  he 
knew  enough  to  justify  the  exercise  of  extreme  caution  in  his  dealings 
with  Arthur  Lee.  To  take  as  an  illustration,  his  withhohling  the  time  and 
place  of  Gerard's  inlended  departure  as  envoy  to  the  United  States;— 
if  there  was  a  doubt  as  to  the  loyalty  of  Lee's  secretary  it  was  essential 
that  the  information  should  have  been  withheld  from  Lee,  or  else  Gerard 
would  have  shared  the  fate  to  which  Laurens,  it  may  have  been  from 
similar  trcjichery,  was  consigned. 

But  Frnnklln,  judging  him  in  the  light  we  now  have,  was  to  blame 
in  not  telling  Congress  what  he  knew  about  Thornton  and  thus  explain- 
ing the  grounds  of  his  reticence  to  Lee  and  Izard.  Of  Thornton's 
treachery  strong  probable  evidence  could  have  been  given ;  of  the  per- 
nicious falsity  of  the  information  he  gave  Arthur  Leo  Congress  had  in 
its  hands  abundant  proof.  Had  Franklin  said,  <*I  do  not  impugn  Ar- 
thur Lee's  loyalty,  but  ho  gives,  not  from  disloyalty  but  from  narrow 
obstinate  pride,  his  confidence  to  dangerous  men,"  then  the  division 
in  Congress  as  to  the  merits  of  the  commissioners  in  Paris  would  not 


*  Ah  BURtiiining  thiH  viow  wo  have  the  following  extract  from  a  coiiGdeutial  letter 
from  StormoDt  to  Weymouth,  dated  Dec.  28,  1777  : 

"They  (the  French  miniBters)  do  not  convey  anything  material  throngh  M.  Chan- 
mont  or  BcanmarchaiH.  M.  Gerard  treats  directly  with  Franklin  and  Deane.  {Ijee 
i8  little  trusted  and  hus  not  the  real  secret,)  lie  (Gerard)  goes  to  Passy  in  the  night  and 
Franklin  and  Deane  make  him  nightly  visits  at  Versailles.  Those  visits  have  been 
very  frequent  of  late  and  must  no  doubt  have  some  material  object.  One  point  may 
bo  to  settle  the  execution  of  a  plan  which  Franklin  has  formed  and  which  this  court 
has,  I  am  assured,  adopted"  (of  pending  French  cruisers  to  America  with  supplies). 
(MSS.  in  Bancroft's  Collection.) 

As  to  French  distrust  of  Arthnr  Lee,  see  H  Mng.  of  Amor.  History,  631. 

Doniol,  vol.  1,  p.  :)C8,  states  positively,  as  a  result  of  his  research,  that  tho  spies  of 
the  British  foreign  oflSce  had  access  to  Arthur  Loo's  papers. 
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bave  been  so  perilously  close.  But  eitber  from  undue  security,*  or  from 
a  dislike  to  join  in  tbe  discussion  of  personal  issues  in  terms  so  reckless 
as  tbose  used  by  Lee  and  Izard,  tbeir  letters  alone  were  before  Congress 
and  uo  explanations  were  at  band  from  bim.  Tlie  consequence  was  a 
peril  perbaps  as  great  as  any  to  wbicb  tbe  cause  of  tbe  United  States 
was  subjected  during  tbe  w<ar.  Had  Franklin  been  repudiated  and  tbe 
French  mission  and  tbe  peace  negotiations  left  in  tbe  bunds  of  Artbur 
Lee,  the  French  alliance  would  [irobably  bave  been  dissolved,  and  if 
there  bad  been  a  British  acknowledgment  of  independence,  the  acknowl- 
edgment would  have  been  so  limited  both  as  to  terms  and  territory  as 
to  make  tbe  United  States  merely  a  satellite  of  the  British  crown.. 

Powerful  fwniij  inflaenoo.  §  153.  Washington  having  applied  to  Jay  for  in- 
formation as  to  tbe  cause  of  tbe  mismnnagement 
of  the  naval  affairs  of  the  confederacy.  Jay,  in  reply,  in  a  letter  of  April 
26, 1779^t  traces  this  "  to  tbe  family  compact.  Tiie  commercial  com- 
mittee was  equally  useless.  A  proposition  was  made  to  appoint  n  com- 
mercial agent  for  the  States  under  certain  regulations.  Opposition  was 
made.  The  ostensible  objections  were  various ;  tbe  true  re<ison  was  its 
interfering  with  a  certiiin  commercial  agent  in  Europe  and  his  connec- 
tions." The  commercial  agent  was  William  Lee,  who,  by  tbe  action  of 
Arthur  Lee  and  Adams,  bad  tsiken  Williams'  phu^e  as  naval  agent  and 
who  occupied  by  congressional  appointment  tbe  commercial  agency.  | 
In  publications  in  the  Pennsylvania  Packet,  in  December,  1778,  the 
term  '^  family  compact,"  as  used  by  Jay,  is  explained  by  tbe  statement 
that  by  four  brothers  of  tbe  Lee  family  were  held  two  seats  in  Congress, 
four  foreign  missions,  tbe  French  commercial  agency,  and  a  London] 
aldermanship  under  Wilkes.  But  this  '<  compact"  derived  its  chief 
strength  from  tbe  devoted  support  of  Samuel  Adams  and  other  New 
England  delegates  sympathizing  with  tbe  distinctive  politiciil  views  of 
Bichard  H.  and  Artbur  Lee. 

As  connoctcd  with  uod  generally  voting  with  tho  Lccs  may  be  mentioned  Williani 
Shippen,  a  delegate  in  i778-'79  from  Pennsylvania. 

"Joseph  Sbippen's  youngest  son,  Dr.  WiUiani,  wiis  born  in  1712.  He  attained  real 
emineaoo  as  a  physician,  and  reached  the  age  of  ninety  witli  the  love  of  aU  who  knew 
bim.  He  was  twice  elected  a  member  of  the  Continental  Congress,  and,  uotwith- 
staading  bib  advanced  years  he  was,  as  its  journals  show,  constant  in  his  attendance. 
By  bis  wife,  Susannah,  a  daughter  of  Joseph  Harrison,  of  this  city  (Pbiladolpbia),  he 


*  Franklin's  silence  on  the  mere  personal  icsueof  iucomputibility  may  be  explained 
by  bis  Ignorance.  At  the  very  time  of  Arthur  Lee's  letters  to  Congress  assailing 
Franklin,  their  social  relations  were  apparently  undisturbed,  Lee  frequently  dining 
with  Franklin.     (1  Arthur  Lee's  Life,  348 ;  2  Partou's  Franklin,  256.) 

CarmiohaeVs  report  of  May  3,  1779,  adverse  to  Arthur  Lee,  is  in  tbe  Sparks  Collec- 
tion, Harvard  College,  volume  49,  part  1,  page  25.  In  this  report  is  quoted  a  letter  of 
d'Estaing  to  the  effect  that  in  bis  opinion  secrets  of  tho  legation  reached  England 
through  the  imprudence  of  Arthur  Lee- 

t  See  infraf  under  that  date ;  2  Jay's  Life,  47. 

I  See  in/raf  J  15(5;  and  also  in/ray  $J  175-170. 
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was  tbo  father  of  Prof.  William  Shippoii,  boru  in  1736.  Prof.  William  Sliippen  studied 
lioro  with  hiB  fafciior,  and  aftcrwanls  abroad,  uiidor  the  celebrated  Huufcen,  io  Eog« 
land,  in  1770  ho  was  appointed  'cbiof  phyniuian  for  tlie  flying  cnnip.'  In  March, 
1777,  he  laid  before  CougrcBS  a  plan  for  the  reorganization  of  a  hoHidtal  department, 
which,  with  Home  wo4lifications,  was  adopted,  and  on  the  11th  of  April  following  be 
was  nnaniuiously  elected  'director-general  of  all  the  military  hospitals  for  tbo  armies 
of  the  United  States.'  lie  died  in  Germantown  on  the  Uth  of  July,  1806.  Tbaeher, 
in  his  medical  biography,  speaks  of  these  Shippens,  father  and  son,  in  high  but  Jott 
terms.  Dr.  Wistar's  enlogiuin  on  the  professor  (1809)  is  a  graceful  and  charming  tribnta. 
Professor  Chippen  was  married  in  London  about  the  year  1760  to  Alice,  a  daughter  of 
Col.  Thomas  Lee,  governor  of  the  province  of  Virginia."  (6Penn.  Mag.  of  History, 
etc.,  15,16.) 

Wo  Lave  already  seen  tliat  it  was  proposed  by  Arthur  aud  William 
Lee  that  Fraukliii  should  be  sent  to  Vieuua,  where  he  would  uot  have 
been  received ;  that  Arthur  should  have  sole  charge  of  the  Paris  mis- 
siou,  and  Williaiu  to  go  either  to  Berlin  or  The  Hague,  retaiuiug,  with 
his  nephew,  more  or  less  hold  ou  the  agency  at  Nantes.*  William  after- 
wards suggested  Brussels  as  his  proper  mission,  f 

Of  the  members  of  this  remarkable  family  we  may  say  that  they  were 
distinguished  not  merely  for  the  tenacity  with  which  they  clang  to 
public  office,  but  for  the  strong  attsichment  they  showed  to  each  other, 
and  for  the  affection  they  inspired  in  men  so  high  minded  and  patriotic 
as  ISamuel  Adams  and  Thomas  McKean.  It  is  impossible,  in  view  of  this 
affection  as  well  as  of  their  own  personal  history,  to  doubt  either  the 
honesty  or  the  loyalty  of  these  brothers.  But,  while  this  is  the  case,  it  is 
difficult  uot  to  see  that,  constituting  a  group  holding  so  many  important 
offices,  they  formed,  when  we  take  into  consideration  their  distinctive 
views  as  to  the  danger  of  executive  power  in  any  department,  the  fanati- 
cism with  which  they  urged  these  views,  and  the  personal  littleness 
they  mingled  with  their  political  differences,  a  dangerous  element  in  the 
»State.|  And  this  danger  was  augmented  by  the  unreasoning  devotion 
given  by  this  powerful  family  and  its  friends  to  Arthur  Lee,  so  that  his 
wildest  prejudices  became  theirs. 

His  course  after  his  roturii.  ^  154.  Qf  Arthur  Lcc's  public  carecr  after  his 

return  to  America,  Rives,  in  his  Biography  of 
Madison  (Vol.  1,  p.  »M1,)  thus  writes: 

**  He  returned  to  Atiiorica  in  1780,  aud  was  soon  chosen  a  member  of  the  legislatnre 
of  Virginia.  Hy  that  body  hu  was  elected,  iu  December,  1781,  one  of  th<»  delegates  of 
the  State  in  Cou;^ro88.  HIh  talents  were  of  a  high  order;  but  notwithstanding  the 
ninny  and  undoubted  proofH  ho  had  given  of  his  attachmout  to  the  interests  and  lib- 
erties of  Americii,  \\\n  uufrioudliueRs  to  Dr.  Franklin,  find  his  resentment  of  the  want 
of  confidence  in  him  niaiiiroHtod  by  the  French  Goverument,  were  supposed  to  have 
produced  in  his  mind  a  scntimeut  of  diRaffection  to  the  allinuce  itself.  The  relations, 
moreover,  of  particular  intimacy  wliich  he  wns  known  to  have  held  with  Lord  Shel- 
burne  and  other  persons  of  rank  aud  consideration  iu  Eugland  naturally  made  his 
conduct  and  opinions  an  object  of  Jealousy  at  the  present  moment. 

"A  letter  addressed  by  him  to  Mr.  Mann  Page,  a  member  of  the  house  of  delegates 


'Supra,  ^  V2i).  t  Jv/ra,  ^  177.  t  See  infra,  $  209 
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of  Virgiuuiy  of  wbich  bo<1y  Mr.  Lee  kiiuBolf  was  also  a  member  (there  beiD|2f  at  that 
period  do  legal  luoompatibility  betvrooD  a  seat  in  Cougress  and  one  in  the  State  legis- 
lature), was  Bpokeu  of  as  coDt>aiuiiig  highly  obuozioas  opiuions.  This  led  to  the 
adoption  of  the  following  resolution : 

**  *  That  the  committee  of  privileges  and  elections  do  inquire  into  the  subject-matter 
of  a  letter  said  to  have  been  written  by  Arthur  Lee,  esq.,  a  delegate  of  this  State  in 
Congress,  to  Mann  Page,  esq.,  a  member  of  this  house,  containing  matter  injurious  to 
the  public  interests  ;  and  that  the  said  committee  do  call  fur  persons  and  papers  for 
their  information.' 

"A  report  was  made  by  the  committee  exculpating  Mr.  Lee,  on  the  ground  of  his 
letter  being  a  private  and  confidential  one,  not  intended  for  the  public  eye,  and  be- 
cause his  former  services  placed  him  above  the  suspicion  of  designs  inimical  to  the 
State  or  America  in  general.  A  substitute,  moved  by  Mr.  Henry  Tazewell,— to  the 
effect  that  the  sentiments  contained  in  the  letter  were  such  as,  exposed  to  the  public 
eye,  'might  create  in  our  allies  a  distrust  of  our  representatives,'  and  the  writing  of 
it  therefore  was  not  to  be  justified,— received  the  votes  of  a  considerable  number  of 
most  respectable  members;  but  the  report  of  the  committee  was  finally  adopted  by  a 
majority  of  the  house.  This  result  however  did  not  produce  acquiescence.  A  few 
days  afterwards  a  formal  motion  was  made  that  Mr.  Lee  be  recalle<l  from  Congress; 
and  at  the  same  time  information,  subscribed  by  distinguished  and  responsible  names, 
was  laid  before  the  house  by  a  leading  member  in  his  place,*  casting  further  sus- 
picious upon  his  political  conduct  and  sentiments. 

"Th«  sequel  of  the  motiou  is  thus  given  in  a  letter  from  Mr.  Edmund  Randolph  to 
Mr.  Madison  of  the  27th  of  December,  178^^: 

«*  The  attack  which  I  hinted  at  in  my  lost  as  l>eing  made  upon  Mr.  Lee  was  pushed 
with  great  vigor.  Upon  the  motion  for  his  recall  the  ayes  wore  39,  and  the  noes  41. 
His  defense  was  pathetic.  It  called  upon  the  sissembly  to  remember  his  services,  to 
protect  his  honor,  and  not  to  put  it  out  of  his  power  to  profit  his  country  by  his  labors. 
The  failure  of  some  of  his  enemies  to  attend  alone  saved  him.  Should  Henry  come 
to  the  next  session,  it  seems  impossible  ho  should  be  again  elected.'" 

Of  Arthur  Lee's  services  iu  Cougress  we  have  the  followiug  uotice  by 
himself: 

"  I  do  not  see  of  what  material  use  my  attendance  here  can  bo,  whore  I  can  only 
lament  what  I  can  not  prevent,  and  make  vain  efforts  to  redeem  an  infatuated  ma- 
jority from  the  bondage  of  folly  and  private  interest."  t  (Arthur  Loe  to  Samuel  Adams, 
Philadelphia,  April  21,  1782;  Bancroft  MSS.) 

In  July,  1782,  Arthur  Lee,  wheu  in  Congress,  moved  for  a  committee 
to  examine  into  the  finaucial  management  of  Franklin.  Franklin's 
friends  concurred  in  the  resolution,  and  the  committee  consisted  of 
Lee,  Izard,  and  Wharton.  A  majority  of  the  committee  therefore  was 
in  bitter  antagonism  to  Franklin.  But  the  majority  failed  to  discover 
any  mismanagement  on  which  to  report. 

'  "This  member  was  Col.  John  Francis  Mercer,  Just  choson  a  delegate  to  Congress 
io  the  place  of  Mr.  Edmund  Randolph,  resigned.  (See  journal  of  house  of  delegates, 
Oct.  sess.,  1782,71,72.)" 

tDeane's  apostacy  was  at  first  used  by  Arthur  Lee  with  great  ofToct  in  his  own  vin- 
dication; but  when  it  was  found  that  the  French  ministry  and  Franklin  were  as  ready 
to  take  strong  ground  against  Doano  as  was  Leo,  the  effect  of  this  argument  wore 
away. 
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JAY. 

Korvicos  nn  to  foreiKn  aflairs     §  155,  John  Jav ,  of  Hus^iiouot  (Icsceii t.  of  a  family 

in  CongrMs.  '  •"  *^     ,  ,  ■  i 

(listiugaisbed  for  social  eminenoe  auu  moral  excel- 
loDce,  was  bred  to  the  bar,  and  took,  in  his  earliest  tnanliood,  decided 
ground  in  resiscsviice  of  British  aggression.  He  entered  Congress  in  Sep- 
tember, 1774,  when  ho  was  in  his  twenty-ninth  year,  and  remained,  with 
the  intermission  of  eighteen  months,  when  he  acted  as  chiefjastice  of 
New  York,  an  active  and  usefal  member,  until  he  accepted,  in  Septem- 
ber, 1779,  the  mission  to  Spain.  When  in  Congress  his  services  to  the 
revolutionary  cause  were  of  high  value.  He  was  chosen  ou  November 
29, 1778,  a  member  of  the  committee  of  correspondence,  to  whom  the 
diplomatic  correspondence  of  Congress  was  primarily  intrusted.  That 
his  election,  as  well  as  that  of  Franklin,  was  objected  to  by  Arthur 
Lee  has  been  already  noticed,  and  it  is  not  unlikely,  from  what  we  can 
gather  from  the  subsequent  proceedings,  that  it  was  not  acceptable  to 
S<imuel  Adams  or  John  Adams.  But  this  certainly  could  not  have 
been  from  any  lukewarmuess  of  Jay  in  the  revolutionary  cause.  By  no 
one  was  more  surrendered  for  the  advancement  of  that  cause;  by  uo 
one  was  British  misrule  denounced  more  sternly,  nor  British  cruelty 
regarded  with  a  more  solemn  feeling  of  reprobation.  He  would  rather, 
he  declared  to  Gouvcncur  Morris  on  October  8,  1776,  see  the  district 
where  iiis  family  lived,  and  with  which  his  dearest  associations  were 
connected,  become  a  desert,  Mian  have  it  again  under  the  British  fla<i;. 
Tlie  same  determination  was  expressed  with  equal  earnestness  by  him 
to  the  same  corrci? pendent  on  April  29,  1778,  coupled  with  the  expres- 
sion of  a  belief  that  any  'influence  of  Lord  North's  conciliatory  phm  is 
happily  counterbalanced  by  the  intelligence  from  France.''  And  be 
subsequently,  on  April  20,  1779,  took  the  opportunity  tos|)eak  to  Wash- 
ington of  the  kindly  iniiueuce  exercised  iu  Philadelphia  by  the  French 
minister  Gerard. 

The  pains  that  were  taken  to  enable  our  diplomatic  correspondence 
to  elude  the  scrutiny  of  the  enemy  have  been  already  noticed.*  Among 
other  devices,  Deane,  when  iu  Paris,  "  was  provided  with  an  invisible 
ink,  and  Mr.  Jay  (an  active  member  of  the  committee  of  correspond- 
ence), with  a  chemical  preparation  for  rendering  the  writing  legible. 

•  Supra,  }  105. 

554 


CHAP.  XIU  ]  JAY.  [§  156. 

But  a8  letters  apparently  blank  might  excite  saspicion  and  leacl  to  ex- 
periments that  might  expose  the  contrivance,  Mr.  Deane's  communica- 
tions were  written  on  large  sheets,  commencing  with  a  short  letter  in 
common  ink,  relative  to  some  fictitious  person  or  business,  and  under 
a  feigned  name,  and  the  residue  of  the  paper  was  occupied  by  his  dis- 
patches in  the  invisible  ink,"*  The  copies  of  Deane's  dispatches  on  file 
in  the  Department  of  State  were  in  this  way  procured.! 

nit  oonttruciiye  policy,  5  150,  It  bas  been  already  observed  that  Con- 

gnwtfonai  eabaic  gress  was  divided  into  two  distinct  schools,  each 

equally  determined  to  carry  on  the  war  until  independence  was  secured, 
but  one  of  them  distinctively  expulsive  and  liberative  in  its  character, 
making  it  its  controlling  object  to  get  rid  of  the  British  yoke,  leaving 
the  government  to  remain  in  congressional  hands ;  while  the  other, 
joining  to  the  expulsive  or  liberative  element  the  remedial  or  construct- 
ive, sought  not  merely  to  get  rid  of  the  bad  government  of  Britain,  but 
to  set  up  agoo<l  government,  in  which  the  executive  department  would 
have  a  coordinate  place.f  In  the  latter  Fchool,  with  Washington,  Mor- 
ris, Franklin,  and  Livingston,  Jay  naturally  took  his  place.  To  his 
orderly  and  exact  mind  government  by  a  congress,  absorbing  in  itself 
or  throngh  its  committees  all  government,  military,  financial,  and 
diplomatic,  was  in  defiance  of  the  teachings  both  of  [>olitical  philosophy 
and  of  political  experience^  and  this  repugnance  was  intensified  by 
the  exhibition  in  Congress  of  ''as  much  intrigue  as  in  the  Vatican.^' 
Washington  having  written  to  him,  he  being  President  of  Congress  at 
the  time,  to  inquire  as  to  the  mismanagement  of  the  navy.  Jay,  on 
April  26, 1779,§  replied  as  follows : 

"While  the  maritimo  affairfi  of  thu  contiuent  contiuno  under  the  direction  of  a 
corntnittee,  they  \?ill  be  exposed  to  all  the  conaoqnoDcos  of  want  of  syBteiu,  attention, 
and  knowledge.  The  marine  committee  connists  of  a  dclogato  from  each  State  ;  it 
lliiotnaten;  now  mom  born  constantly  coming  in  and  oUl  ones  going  out;  threeor  four, 
indee<l,  liavo  romaiucd  in  it  from  the  beginning;  and  few  mnmbors  understand  even 
the  ntato  of  onr  naval  affairs,  or  have  timo  or  inclination  to  attend  to  thorn,  lint  why 
is  fioi  this  system  changedl  II  t9,  in  my  opinion^  incoiiveiiieMt  to  the  family  compact.  The 
commercial  committee  was  equally  uselens.  A  propoBition  was  made  to  appoint  a  comvuV' 
cial  agent  for  the  States  under  certain  rr.gnlations.  Opposition  was  made.  The  ostensible 
ohjeetions  were  various.  The  true  reason  was  its  interfering  with  a  certain  commercial 
agent  in  Europe  and  his  connections."  || 

•  1  Jay's  Life,  64. 

t  Curious  details  of  tho  early  life  of  Jay  are  given  by  Judge  Jouos  in  his  History 
of  New  York,  2, 223  «.,  where  Jay's  strong  oarly  repugnance  to  tho  loyalist-s  is  unjustly 
attributed  to  personal  disappointment.  In  the  same  cha])tor  of  the  same  work  there 
is  an  interesting  sketch  of  James  Jay,  tho  oldest  brother  in  tho  family,  who  wont  to 
England  to  practice  medicine,  was  there  knightod,  but  returned  to  America  at  the 
Revolution,  and  took  strong  patriot  ground. 

tSeOi^tf^ra,  H  2,  4,  11. 

$  See  infra,  of  that  dale,  2  Jay's  Life,  47,  48. 

I  William  Leo,  see  supra,  (  153.  As  to  tho  opposition  to  him  of  Arthur  Lee,  see 
supra,  i  14G. 
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The  staud  taken  by  Jay,  however,  was  not  limited  to  opposition  to 
this  "  family  compact,"  strengthened  as  it  was  by  strong  collateral  sap- 
port.*  He  took  resolute  ground  in  favor  of  vesting  in  Washington  the 
lK>wers  incidental  to  a  commander-in-chief,  and  it  was  to  his  firm  and 
constant  protests  against  the  management  of  foreign  as  well  as  dom<wtic 
Affairs  by  congressional  committees  that  the  gradual  growth  of  the 
executive  department  system  is  to  be  largely  traced.t 

On  the  Spanish  miasion.       §  157,  September,  1779,  Jay  was  elected  minister 

to  Spaiu.  The  condition  of  our  relations  with  SpaiQ 
made  his  acceptance  of  this  most  trying  and  difficult  post  oven  more 
of  a  sacrifice  than  at  the  time  it  appeared.  Aside  from  the  general 
objection,  heretofore  noticed,  that  it  was  indelicate  as  well  as  impolitic 
to  send  a  minister  to  a  foreign  court  which  had  not  consented  to  receive 
him,|  there  were  peculiar  reasons,  already  noticed,  why  a  minister 
shouhl  not  at  that  moment,  without  some  such  nudorstanding,  have 
been  forced  upon  Spain. §  Jay's  own  narrative  of  his  entrance  on  and 
his  work  in  this  mission  are  given  in  full  in  the  following  volame8,||  and 
are  embodied  in  a  series  of  dispatches,  as  distinguished  for  their  dig- 
nity and  their  ability  as  they  are  for  the  fidelity  with  which,  under  circum- 
stances singularly  difiicult,  he  discharged  the  trust  imposed  on  him.  The 
only  criticism  that  could  be  justly  made  on  his  course  is  that  by  au  undue 
austerity  of  manner  he  shut  himself  off  from  those  conciliatory  approaches 
by  which  diplomatic  arrangements  can  sometimes  be  best  effected.il 
ilis  attitude  iis  to  Spain's  contlicting  claims  is  thus  stated  by  him  in 
a  fragment  of  autobiography: 

**  I  ^as  eaily  cunviuccd  that,  provided  wo  could  obtain  indopeudence  and  a  speedy 
peace,  we  could  not  justify  protracting  tbo  war  and  hazarding  the  eveut  of  it  for  the 
sako  of  conquering  tho  Floridas,  to  which  wo  had  no  title,  or  retaining  the  naviga- 
tion of  tho  MisoiHsippi,  whicli  we  shonld  not  want  this  ago,  and  of  which  we  might 
probably  acquire  a  partial  use  with  the  consent  of  Spain.  It  was  therefore  my  opin- 
ion that  wo  should  quit  all  claim  to  tho  Floridas,  and  grant  Spain  tho  navigation  of 
her  river  bulow  our  territories  on  her  giving  ua  a  convenient  froo  port  on  it,  under 
regulations  to  bo  specified  in  a  treaty,  provided  they  would  acknowledge  our  inde- 
pendence, defon<l  it  with  their  arms,  and  grant  us  either  a  proper  sum  of  money  or  au 
annual  subsidy  for  a  certain  number  of  years.  Such,  then,  was  the  situation  of  things 
as  to  induce  me  to  think  that  a  conduct  so  decided  and  spirited  on  the  part  of  Spain 
w<mld  speedily  bring  about  a  peace,  and  that  Great  Britain,  rather  than  hazard  the 
loss  of  Canada,  Nova  Scotia,  nnd  tho  islands  by  continuing  the  war,  would  yield  tho 
Floridas  to  Spain  and  independence  to  us.  But  when  Spain  afterwards  declared  war 
for  objects  that  did  not  include  ours,  and  in  a  manner  not  very  civil  to  our  iudepond- 
oace,  I  became  persuaded  that  we  ought  not  to  cede  to  her  any  of  our  rights,  and  of 
c:)ur8e  that  wo  should  retain  and  insist  upon  our  right  to  the  navigation  of  the 
Mississippi."  •• 


*  See  $upra,  (  153. 

t  See  infra  f  ^  209 ;  supra  JJU.  146. 

t  Siijna,  ^  15 if. 

$  Sujn-aj  ^mjjr, 

I  See  index,  title  Jay. 
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ITSee  citations  in  1  Bancroft's  Hist,  of 
Constitution,  292,325. 
1  Jay's  Life,  100.    For  analysis  of 
his  Spanish  papers,  see  iadex,  title 
Jay. 
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At  the  pMc«  BosouatioDs.       §  |58.  TUo  coiirsc  of  Jay  iu  refei-encc  to  the  peiice  L 

uegotiations  in  Paris  is  considered  in  another 
work,*  and  will,  in  a  future  volume  of  this  series,  bo  discussed  in  de- 
tsiil  iu  connection  with  the  .peace  correspondence.  Two  points,  how- 
ever, may  be  here  noticed.  In  (he  first  place,  it  now  }vi)pears  that  the 
famous  Marbois  letter,t  lianded  to  Jay  by  one  ol*  the  British  h)ya1ists, 
and  relied  on  by  him  as  showing  France's  duplicity,  was  disavowed  by  ^ 
Marbois ;  and  there  are,  aside  from  this,  very  strong  retisons  to  distrust 
its  genuineness. I  In  the  second  place,  we  have  in  the  correspondence 
of  George  III  a  new  light  thrown  on  the  action  tsikeii  by  Jay  in  con- 
sequence of  this  letter.  "The  day  after  he  rect^ived  Marbois'  letter  he 
dispatched,"  says  Jay's  biographer,  §  "a  secret  agent  to  the  British  sec- 
retary of  state,  concealing  his  mission  not  only  from  the  French  Gov- 
ernment but  also  from  Dr.  Franklin.  This  agent  wii«  Mr.  Vaughan,  an 
English  gentleman  then  residing  in  Paris,  and  well  affected  to  the 
American  cause.  He  was  instructed  to  represent  to  the  British  minis- 
ter that  without  an  acknowledgment  of  American  independence  as  a 
preliminary  to  a  treaty,  neither  confldeuce  nor  peace  could  be  reasona- 
bly expected;  that  as  Britain  could  not  conquer  the  United  States,  it 
was  her  interest  to  conciliate  them;  that  England  should  not  be  de- 
ceived by  the  affected  moderation  of  France,  since  the  United  States 
would  not  treat  except  on  an  equal  footing ;  that  it  was  the  interest  of 
France  but  not  of  England  to  postpone  the  acknowledgment  of  inde- 
pendence to  a  general  )>e}ice;  that  a  hope  of  dividing  the  fisheries  with 
France  would  be  futile,  i\s  America  would  not  make  peace  without 
them;  that  the  very  attempt  to  deprive  the  United  States  of  the  navi- 
gation of  the  Mississifipi,  or  of  that  river  as  a  boundary,  would  irritate 
and  inflame  America;  and  that  such  attempts,  if  successful,  would  sow 
the  seeds  of  future  war  in  the  very  treaty  of  peace." 

It  will,  however,  be  seen  hereafter  ||  that  Benjamin  Vaughan,  while  a 
gentleman  of  great  amiability  and  personal  worth,  was,  when  Jay 
sent  him  without  Franklin's  knowledge  on  a  confidential  mission  to  , 
the  British  ministry,  in  the  employ  of  that  ministry  as  secret  agent 
at  Paris.  It  is  due  to  Jay  to  say  that  he  wa<  ignorant  of  this  fact, 
though  he  would  have  been  notified  of  it  had  he  consulted  Franklin. 
One  of  the  most  singular  incidents  of  this  transaction  is  that  George 
III,  seeking  double  treachery  in  thus  sending  back  to  him  his  own 
agent  in  the  guise  of  an  agent  from  the  American  legation,  regarded  it 
as  a  peculiarly  subtle  machination  of  Franklin,  which  it  was  hia  duty  to  ' 
baffle  by  utterly  discrediting  Benjamin  Vaughan.  It  should  be  added 
that  Franklin's  affection  for  Benjamin  Vaughan  was  in  no  wise  dimin- 


*3  D'lii.  Int.  Law,  2  vih,  pp.  [Yr.lff. 

tMnrboifl  to  Ver^cnnes,  March  13,  1782,  infra. 

t  Ibid.,  Dote  theroto,  aud  see  indox,  title  Marbois. 

M  Jay's  Life,  147,148. 

I  Infra,  J  198. 
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ished  by  Yaaghan's  assumption,  with  au  honesty  which  no  one  who 
knew  hini  would  question,  of  this  peculiar  kind  of  mediatorship.  And 
in  Jay  Franklin's  confidence  was  unabated.  He  more  than  once  said 
that  no  one  could  be  found  more  suited  .than  Jay  to  represent  the 
United  States  abroad.  And  when,  in  view  of  death,  he  prepared  to 
settle  his  estate,  he  selected  Jay  as  bis  executor.  To  some  extent  this 
adds  a  new  evidence  of  the  straightness  of  Franklin's  business  affairs 
as  well  as  of  his  past  business  transactions ;  for  had  there  been  anything 
in  the  papers  that  in  any  way  was  not  open  and  fair.  Jay's  great  intelli- 
gence and  severe  integrity  would  bave  made  him  almost  the  last  person 
in  whose  hands  an  intelligent  testator  would  have  placed  such  papenu 
And  the  correspondence  connexsted  with  tbis  selection,  as  well  as  with 
other  incidents  at  the  close  of  Franklin's  life,  shows  how  high  was  the 
regard  and  respect  with  which  he  regarded  Jay.* 

*  For  a  discriiDinatiug  uotico  of  Jay,  see  Troscot's  Diplomacy  of  tho  Revolution, 
126^. 

Luzerne,  in  his  dispatches  to  Vergcunes,  refers  to  Jay's  attachment  to  Franklin, 
and  speaks  of  Jny  ezpressiug  to  his  friends  in  Congress  entire  confidence  in  and 
attachment  to  his  colleague. 
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CHAPTER  XIV. 

SILAS  DEANE, 

au  oonsTMtionai  cower.        §  159.  gnas  Deaiie  was  born  in  Groton,  Connect-  ' 

icut,  in  August,  1737,  and  after  graduating  nt 
Tale  in  1758  lie  went  into  business  at  Wcthersfii*1d,  (^/onnecticnt,  and 
ifterwards  taught  school  and  practiced  hvw.  In  ihe  eari)^  revohition* 
iry  movements  he  took  an  active  part,  and  was  a  delegate  from  Con- 
lecticut  to  the  First  and  Second  Congresses,  though  from  some  local  - 
eulousy  he  was  not  elected  to  the  Third.  He  remained,  however,  in 
?hihulelphia,  and  he  appears  to  have  been  assiduous  there,  and  continued 
o  show  unabated  interest  in  revolutionary  affairs.  When  an  agency  to 
.^rance  to  borrow  money  and  make  purchases  of  supplies  was  contem- 
)lated,  it  was  not  strange  that,  with  his  business  aptitude,  he  should 
lave  thought  himself  and  been  thought  of  by  others  iis  titted  for  the 
>ost.  To  the  mercantile  men  in  Congress,  and  esi>ecially  to  Morris,  his 
Section  in  February,  1776,  as  American  business  agent  at  Paris  wus 
)rimarily  due.* 

"  Mr.  Silas  Deano,  of  Connoctiout,  a  member  of  the  First  ami  Second  Coni^resaeSy 
lad  lost  his  election  to  the  Third ;  but,  instead  of  going  home,  remained  in  Phiiadei- 
diia,  and  (so  says  jealous  and  suspicious  John  Adams)  applied  to  the  secret  committee 
or  an  appointment  abroad.  Mr.  Adams,  I  should  observe,  wus  not  well  pleased  at 
leiug  left  out  of  so  important  a  committee.  It  appears  that  Arthur  Lee,  true  to  bis 
ibaracter,  had  sent  over  a  letter  to  a  member  of  Congress,  advising  him  to  look 
veil  to  John  Jay,  for  he  was  not  to  be  trusted.  This  ridiculous  letter,  having  been 
oo  freely  handed  about  by  Mr.  Adams'  friends,  seems  to  have  been  among  the  causes 
vbich  led  to  the  selection  of  John  Jay  for  one  of  the  secret  committee;  also  one  of 
be  causes  of  John  Adams' exclusion.  Be  that  as  it  may,  Mr.  Joliu  Adams'  comments 
ipon  the  committee,  their  proceedings,  and  their  servants,  are  tinged  with  ill  humor, 
md  are  not  to  be  taken  as  absolute  gospel. 

"Silas  Deane  was  a  native  of  Connecticut,  and  a  graduate  of  Yale  College,  who 
legan  life  in  the  usual  Now  England  way  by  keeping  school,  and  afterwards  subsided 
rom  his  school  to  a  law  office.  He  i)racticed  law  and  carried  on  trade,  acquired 
ome  property  and  some  consideration  in  his  province.  As  a  member  of  Congress  he 
appears  to  have  been  assiduous  and  well  esteemed;  and  it  was  natural  the  committee 
hould  incline  to  employ  one  who  had  become  perfectly  informed  of  American  affairs 
»y  a  year's  attendance  in  Congress  and  by  serving  on  nmny  leading  committees, 
yongress  also  stood  high  in  the  esteem  of  mankind.  There  were  few  circles  in  Europe 

*A  collection  of  the  correspondence  of  Silas  Deane  in  1774-76  is  given  in  volume  2 
»f  the  Papers  of  the  Connecticut  Historical  Society.  The  collection  ceases  with  his 
leparture  for  Europe,  and  leaves  no  question  of  his  iidelity  to  the  revolutionary 
saase  during  the  period  in  question. 
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(and  none  worth  entoriiig)  in  whioh  a  member  of  tho  Congress  of  1774  mad  1775 
wonld  not  have  been  roccived  with  homage  and  enthnsiasm.  Mr.  Deaoe,  we  an 
assiirod,  was  a  man  of  soniowliat  ntri king  manners  and  good  appearance,  aeonsloiiiod 
to  livo  and  entertain  in  liberal  stylo,  and  fond  of  showy  eqnipage  and  appoinimeot. 
*  *  *  Ho  conld  not  spoak  Froooh  with  any  fluency,  nor  write  it  at  all.  (S  Par- 
ton's  Franklin,  114.) 

Hit  activity  in  p»ri».  §  iQo.  As  will  be  secii  from  the  correspondeiioB 

heroafter  given,  Deane  received  liis  iiistracUons  on 
March  3, 1770,  and  entered  on  hisdaties  in  Paris  in  the  following  Jaly. 
At  first  these  duties  involved  him  in  affairs  not  strictly  witbin  the 
range  of  his  mission.  He  occupied  a  semiofficiul  relation  to  the  French 
ministry;  and  be  felt  it  requisite,  under  the  circumstances,  that  he 
should  report  to  Congress  what  be  learned  through  this  and  otlier 
channels  of  European  politics  as  affecting  tbe  lievolution.  Military 
questions,  as  well  as  financial  and  diplomatic,  pressed  upon  bim.  Not 
only  bad  be  to  deal,  under  circumstances  not  a  little  perplexing,  with 
Beaumarcbais  as  to  supplies,*  but  numerous  French  officers  sougbt 
commissions  fiom  bim,  sometimes  from  enthusiasm,  sometimeB  irom 
ambition,  sometimes  from  greed.  So  far  as  concerns  accounts,  there 
is  no  reason,  it  will  hereafter  be  argued,  to  doubt  bis  exactness;  and 
be  was  eminently  successful  in  obtaining  supplies  which  were  necessary 
to  carry  on  tbe  war.  But  when  out  of  this  particular  line  bis  want  of 
political  capacity  was  soon  manifested.  He  greatly  embarrassed  Con- 
gress by  indiscreet  arrangements  with  French  officers,  some  of  whom 
be  ought  never  to  have  employed,  and  many  of  whom  Congress  was 
unable  to  retain.*  In  his  suggestion  that  Count  Broglie  should  be 
called  to  America  as  commauderincbief  be  displayed  a  want  of  delicacy 
and  of  political  knowledge  that  can  onl^'  be  explained  on  the  hypothe- 
sis that  his  judgment  was  bewildered  by  the  splendor  of  tbe  new 
atmosphere  in  which  he  was  suddenly  immersed.t  This,  however,  was 
but  a  temporary  diversion,  since,  on  Franklin's  arrival,  Deane's  diplo- 
matic functions,  such  as  they  were,  came  to  an  absolute  end.  So  far, 
however,  as  concerned  accounting — a  branch  of  industry  to  which 
Franklin's  almost  universal  genius  did  not  extend — Deane  continued,  as 
long  as  he  remained  in  France,  to  show  commendable  activity  and  zeal. 

Things  stood  in  this  position  when  Arthur  Lee  arrived;  and  it  was 
very  soon  seen  that  Arthur  Lee  was  not  willing  to  submit  to  the 
supremacy  of  Franklin  in  diplomacy  or  to  the  supremacy  of  Deane  in 
accounts.  It  was  with  Deane  that  Arthur  Lee  first  came  in  collision.^ 
Deane  hail,  or  was  supposed  to  have,  a  considerable  amount  of  busi- 
ness patronage,  which  to  Arthur  Lee's  eye  gave  considerable  oppor- 
tunity for  speculation;  and  not  only  did  be  suppose  that  Deane  made 
use  of  this  opportunity  for  his  own  benefit,  but  be  desired  to  have  the 
entire  control  of  the  business  side  of  the  mission  placed  in  tbe  hands  of 

^  Seo  tupi'ttf  i  TiG  ff.  t  See,  as  to  this  singalar  episode,  tirpm,  f  77. 

tSeo3  Dotiiol,  173,  174. 
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liis  brother,  William  Lee,  then,  as  will  be  hereafter  noticed,  an  alder- 
man of  London,  elected  as  such  on  the  Wilkes  ticket,  and  a  devoted 
adherent  of  Wilkes.  Arthur  Lee's  suspicions  of  Deane  were  at  once 
cominunicated  to  Congress,  and  after  much  discussion  a  resolution  wiis 
passed  on  December  8, 1777,  recalling  him  to  America,  the  reason  given 
being  the  importance  of  obtaining  information  as  to  the  state  of  affairs 
in  Europe.  Deane  at  once  took  pjissage  for  Americi,  bringing  with  him 
letters  of  confidence  and  esteem  both  from  Franklin  and  Vergennes. 

As  to  Arthur  Lee-s  statement  that  Deane  ^*  made  £G0,000  sterling 
while  he  was  employed  here,"  Sparks  •  remarks : 

"  Deane  went  to  FrnDce  with  money  of  his  own  in  hiH  pocket ;  liow  much  ho  can  not 
say,  bnt  ho  hod  something.  Ho  staid  there  a  year  and  eight  months  and  then  retntned 
to  Philadelphia,  whoro  lie  remained  eighteen  mouths  1ong(5r,  attending;  on  Congress. 
During  thin  latter  period  he  certainly  could  have  dispOKed  of  money  for  no  other  pur- 
pose than  his  expenses,  for  he  was  engaged  in  no  business  whatever.  It  follows  that  this 
great  sam  of  £60,000,  or  more  than  $250,000,  must  have  been  still  in  Europe.  Neither 
he  nor  bis  family  wore  known  to  have  it  in  this  country.  It  must  have  been 
somewhere  if  it  ever  existed;  bnt  there  is  absolute  proof  that  he  returned  to  Paris  in 
^ng^^y*  ^^  have  ourselves  seen  positive  writt^en  testimony  that  he  subsisted  there 
for  soveral  mouths  on  the  bounty  of  strangers." 

Adams — no  very  friendly  witness — wrote  on  July  26, 1778,  that  Deane 
^^  was  a  diligent  servant  of  the  public  and  rendered  it  useful  service,  but 
his  living  was  expensive."  t  And  Adams,  two  months  afterwards,  while 
saying  that  Deane's  course  in  contracting  with  foreign  officers  was 
"  very  mysterious,"  added  that  it  was  the  duty  of  Congress  to  "  vote 
for  Mr.  Deane  settling  his  accounts  with  Congress  or  somebody  ap- 
pointed by  Congress."  t 

Adams  at  that  time  had  no  other  grounds  for  distrusting  Deane.  § 

"Almost  the  whole  business  of  the  commissioners  to  France,  so  far  as  related  to  the 
receipt  and  expenditure  of  money,  had  passed  through  the  hands  of  Deane,  of  whoso 
capacity  and  honesty  Franklin  entertained  a  high  opinion,  and  of  whom  John  Adams 
afterwards  said  'that  he  had  been  adiligentservantof  the  public  and  had  rendered  use- 
ful service.'  Arthur  Lee,  nn  unquiet,  envious,  irritable,  and  suspicious  man,  very 
anxious  to  obtain  for  himself  the  sole  management  of  the  niiHsion,  had  quarreled  soon 
after  his  arrival  at  Paris  with  Franklin  and  Deane,  and  had  written  homelett'CrB  full 
of  insinuations  against  both  his  colleagues.  Izard,  diKsatisfiod,  it  would  seem,  with  not 
having  been  consulted  about  the  French  treaty,  had  writttMi  li<unoHiniilar  letters.  Car- 
michael,  who  had  been  employed  at  Paris  as  an  agent  or  secretary  of  the  commissioners, 
but  who  was  now  in  America  and  was  presently  chosen  a  delegate  to  Congress  from 
Maryland,  insinuated  that  Deane  had  appro])riated  the]>ublic  money  to  his  own  use. 
Ho  and  Deane  were  examined  at  the  bar  of  Congress,  and  Deane  finally  made  a  written 
report.  iDut  of  this  affair  sj^rung  two  violent  parties.  Kohcrt  Morris  and  other 
mcuibera  of  Congress  well  acquainted  with  mercantile  matters  took  the  side  of  Deane; 
bnt  there  was  n  powerful  party  against  him,  headed  by  Richard  Henry  Lee,  brother 
of  Arthur  Lee,  and  chairman  of  the  committee  for  foreign  ailairs.  Deane  published 
in  the  Philadelphia Qazette an  'Address  to  the  people  of  the  United  States,'  in  which 
he  commente<l  with  much  acrimony  on  the  conduct  of  Richard  Henry  Lee  and  his 
two  brothers,  Arthur  and  William,  claiining  a!«o  credit  t^>  himself,  among  other  things, 
for  the  snpplies  obtained  through  Bcaumarchais.     A  reply  soon  appeared  in  the  Phila- 


•  30  North  American  Review,  Apr.  002.        t  Adams  to  liovdl,  Sept.  2G,  1778. 
i Adams  to  LoveU.  July  2(;,  1778.  i  I  Halo's  Franlvjiu  iu  France,  232. 
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delphia  Packet,  written  by  Paino,  the  nutlior  of  '  Common  Sense,'  who,  besides 
a  gratuity  of  £500  from  tbo  State  of  Pennsylvania,  bad  been  rewarded  for  that 
pamphlet  by  the  x>o8t  of  accrctary  to  ibe  committee  for  foreign  afifaurs.  Availuig  hinh 
self  of  doonmonts  in  bis  custody,  Paine  con t-ended  in  reply  to  Deane  that  the  arrange- 
ment with  Beaumarcbais  bad  in  fact  been  made  by  Arthur  Lee  in  London ;  and  that 
those  supplies,  though  nominally  furnished  by  a  mercantile  bouse,  came  really  from 
the  French  court."    (3  Uildretb's  United  States,  267.) 

His  then  t^g  anUBriUsh       5  iQi.  DoaDc's  freedom,  when  holdiog  the  post 

of  American  commissioner  at  Paris,  from  any 
supposed  British  ties  is  illustrated  by  the  peculiar  enmity  then  showD 
to  him  by  the  British  press,  as  well  as  by  bis  peculiar  enmity,  as  just 
noticed,  to  Britain.  A  miscreant  called  ^'  John  the  Painter"  was  pat 
on  trial  in  1776  on  the  charge  of  attempting  to  set  fire  to  the  dock-yard 
at  Plymouth.  A  confession  was  drawn  from  him  by  a  decoy  spy,  to 
which  he  said,  among  other  things,  that  ho  had  been  to  Paris  to  confer 
as  to  the  burning  with  Silns  Deane.*  And  for  this,  or  for  other  reasons, 
the  British  Government  went  so  far  as  to  demand  from  France  the 
extradition  of  Silas  Deane  <*  as  a  rebellions  British  subject."  This  was 
of  course  declined  by  France,  t  And  it  is  certain  that  Deane  was  repre- 
sented by  Stormont  to  Vergennes  as  ^'  an  infamous  incendiary,  whom 
France  should  expel  from  her  shores."  | 

Of  <<  John  the  Painter"  Chief-Justice  Oliver,  at  this  time  a  refugee 
in  England,  thus  writes: 

'*Tbi8  John  y"  Painter  was  a  most  finished  villain  in  almost  all  crimes,  as  he  con- 
fessed bimsoir,  and  tbo  Congress  and  tlieir  adherents  could  not  bave  pitched  ou  a 
nioro  proper  person  to  baveoxocuted  tbeii* diabolical  purposes  than  upon  this  fellow,  but 
alas!  bow  often  are  baiters  niiMplacedl  Had  tbey  been  tightened  about  the  necks  of 
some  of  bis  employers  noitbcr  tbe  conflagration  at  Portsmouth  or  in  America  bad 
committed  such  horrid  ravages  as  bave  wasted  tbe  liven  and  babitatious  of  so  many 
tbousxinds."  (2  Hutchinson's  Diary,  143;  see  also  41  Loudon  Cbronicle,  122, 126, 134, 
143,  230,  238,  262,  for  details.)  Tbe  ''instigators  of  John  the  Painter"  are  sUted  to 
be,  beside  '*  tbo  Congress/'  "  Silas  Deane  and  other  American  patriots." 

From  Iloriice  Walpole  we  have  the  folio wiug: 

*' AfTccting  to  bo  shocked  at  tbe  attempt  on  Bristol,  he  (Lord  Temple)  employed  one 
of  bis  own  ioccudiaries  to  rc»sort  to  tbe  prison  wbere  John  tbo  Painter  lies,  and  his 
wortby  agent,  by  worming  biniself  into  tbat  man's  confidence,  pretends  to  bave 
learnt  from  him  tbat  tbo  said  Jobn  bad  received  £300  from  Silas  Deane  for  the  pur- 
pose of  burning  not  only  Bristol,  Portsmouth,  and  Plymouth,  but  tbe  Bank  of  Eng- 
land, for  stone  and  gold  are  wonderfully  combustible.  Tbe  natural  philosophers  in 
power  believe  tbat  Dr.  Franklin  has  invented  a  machine  of  tbe  size  of  a  tooth-pick 
case,  and  materials  that  would  reduce  St.  Paul  to  a  handful  of  ashes."  (Walpole  to 
Mason,  February  27,  1777;  6  Cunuingbam*s  Walpole,  416,417.) 

Stormont,  in  a  letter  to  Weymouth  of  March  2C,  1777,  says: 

"  Franklin  affects  to  WepcrdUf  but  that  infamous  incendiary  Deane,  who  pretends 
to  laugh  at  the  absurdity  of  John  the  Painter's  accusation,  and  who  seems  more  ooun- 
tonanced  here  since  that  accusation  than  before,  is  very  frequeut  in  bis  visits  to  Ver- 
sailles."   (2  Hale's  Franklin  in  Franco,  429.) 

•  See  20  HowclPs  State  Trials,  1335.  f  Flassan,  t.  vii,  llv.  vi. 

t  Stormont  to  Weymouth,  Apr.  10,  1777* 
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On  the  other  hand,  Deane^s  course  while  occupying  a  diplomatic 
position  in  Paris  exhibited  to  Britain  a  velieiuent  and  almost  unscru- 
pulous bitterness  far  beyond  that  of  his  fellow  commissioners,  and  iu 
singular  contrast  to  the  apologetic  and  afiectionate  tones  subsequently 
adopted  by  him.  In  the  entire  correspondence  given  iu  the  following 
f  »nge«  there  is  no  one  by  whom  denunciations  are  i)ourcd  so  fiercely  at  the  , 
enemy  as  are  found  in  the  papers  emanating  from  him,  and  by  no  one  were 
sncli  vindictive  measures  of  retaliation  recommended.  Privateering, 
for  instance,  he  was  willing  to  look  upon  rather  as  a  private  scourge 
than  as  a  weapon  of  public  war,  and  twice  he  recommended  inciting  ; 
the  "csiribs''  on  the  British  We^t  India  Islands  to  revolt.*  It  is  true 
that  revolt  of  this  kind  had  been  incited  on  our  own  soil  by  the  enemy, 
but  we  had  denounced  it,  as  we  had  denounced  the  employment  of  In- 
dians, as  inhuman  and  in  violation  of  the  laws  of  war.  It  is  proper  to 
add  that  Congi*ess  endeavored,  under  Franklin's  advice,  to  restrain  pri- 
vateering within  limits  which  would  make  it  a  proper  engine  of  war,, 
and  refused  to  take  any  notice  of  the  propositions  for  ^^carib"  revolt. 

''This  month  [March,  1777]  wna  tried  and  oxccutedJohn  tho  Pain  tor,  the  incen- 
diary who  hod  attoniptml  to  sot  flro  to  PortHiiionth,  and  acluiilly  had  sot  fire  to  and 
burnt  two  or  three  houses  at  Hristol  with  bo  litllo  address  that,  though  he  acted  from 
American  enthusiasm,  the  chief  mischief  he  hud  done  was  to  an  American  merchant. 
The  ministers  were  even  at  first  less  alarmod  at  the  attempt  and  crime  than  ready  to 
turn  it  into  matter  of  clamor  against  thu  Americans,  asacoonpiracy  amongst  whom  they 
reprosonted  the  act,  giving  out  that  tho  whole  city  of  Bristol  was  iu  flames.  As  it  was 
some  time  beforo  tho  perpetrator  was  discovered,  thoy  endeavored  to  spread  a  uni- 
versal panic  and  suspicion,  and  were  indignant  when  thoy  wero  told  that  they  had 
set  the  example  of  such  savage  and  unfair  war  by  burning  Norfolk  and  meditating  a 
conflagration  at  Now  York  before  it  fell  into  their  hands.  Lord  Kochfoni,  their  old 
tool,  when  it  was  ohjected  to  him  that  the  niinistvrs  had  been  tho  aggressors,  called 
it  talking  treason.  It  was  much  to  their  confusion  that  tho  perpetrator,  being  taken, 
was  di8corcre«l  by  a  burglary  which  he  had  connnittcd,  and  that  he  proved  to  be  a 
single  incendiary  without  accomplices,  a  notorious  hous4*>breaker,  a  mad  enthusiast 
and  Scotchman,  Lonl  Sandwich,  whoso  supreme  talents  were  the  artifices  of  a  spy, 
busied  himself  capitally  in  the  detection  of  a  plot  which  proved  no  plot  at  all; 
and  some  printed  books  being  found  in  tho  culprit's  lodgings.  Lord  George  Gcnnaine 
gave  out  that  they  wore  an  account  of  tho  massacre  at  Paris  and  Dr.  Price's  pamphlet. 
Dr.  Franklin  too  was  involved  in  the  charge;  tlio  niiniNters,  to  decry  him,  pretended 
to  believe  that  he  had  invented  a  now  and  most  destructive  machine  for  burning 
towns.  Two  hundred  years  sooner  the  same  persons  would  have  accused  him  of  . 
magic,  t 

"  But  by  far  tho  most  surprising  part  of  the  story  was  that  the  conviction  of  John 
tho  Painter  was  eflectod  by  a  very  unexpected  actor,  who,  descending  from  a  greater 
height  than  Lord  Sandwich  had  done  in  the  treachery  to  Wilkes,  stooped  to  become 
the  spy  of  a  ministry  whom  ho  had  long  aflected  to  treat  with  the  utmost  contempt. 
This  was  the  old  decrepid  Lord  Temple,  whose  crippled  body  was  still  agitated  by 
the  smothered  flames  of  ambition,  and  who,  exploded  by  all  parties  and  factions, 

*  See  index,  title  Deane. 

t  Franklin  had  not  arrived  in  France  at  the  time  when  tho  interview  with  him  is 
said  to  have  taken  place. 
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chose  to  purchase  coutemptiions  BtnileB  (rooi  the  court,  and  to  indnlge  his  late  brotb«r 
George's  miicor  to  America,  hy  turning  informer  and  prompter  to  a  treaoherons  spy. 
In  Ahorty  ho  had  sent  down  a  dependent  of  his,  a  painter,  to  Winchester  jail,  to  in* 
sinuate  himself  into  the  iirtsoner's  confidence;  and  they  sncceeded  as  far  as  banging 
the  man ;  hut  thougli  Lord  Sandwich,  Lord  Palmerston,  and  Stanley,  three  of  the 
admiralty,  went  down  to  the  trial,  and  though  no  pains  were  omitted  to  involTS 
Silas  Deane  in  the  accusation,  the  criminal,  who  at  first  pretended  to  haye  reccired 
£300  from  him,  at  last  only  pleaded  having  been  promised  so  much,  and  was  soon 
dispatched,  that  he  might  not  recant  even  that.  The  zeal  of  the  Scots,  as  seal  in  Uio 
blindest  of  all  agents,  endeavored  to  alarm  France,  as  if  Silas  Deane  had  snob  a  pas- 
sion for  burning  magazines  that  Brest  wonld  not  be  safe  if  he  was  sufibred  to  remain 
in  Franco;  it  was  so  likvly  that  he  would  pay  liis  court  at  Versailles  by  so  capital  an 
injury !''    (2  Walpole's  Journal  of  Koign  of  Qcorge  III,  100.) 

flard  trMiment  by  coDKreaii.        §  1C2.   Wbcii  Deano    roachcd   Pliilailelphi}!, 

.after  bis  recall,  he  expected  to  be  received  with 
an  ovation.  He  really  had  done  much.  He  had  from  the  first  received 
friendly  countenance  from  the  French  court,  and  had  forwarded  to 
America  large  supplies,  which,  however  obtiiiued,  were  of  immense  value 
to  the  revolutionary  cause.  He  had  been  at  least  nominally  concerned 
in  negotiating  a  treaty  of  commerce  and  a  treaty  of  alliance  with  France, 
each  of  which  was  singularly  favorable  in  its  terms.  He  had  with  him 
strong  letters  of  approval  from  Yergennes  and  from  Franklin,  and  with 
^witfa  them  a  miniature  of  Louis  XYI  set  in  diamonds.  In  the  very  ship 
that  brought  him  over  came  Gerard,  the  new  French  minister,  the  two 
travelers  uniting,  as  it  would  seem,  in  predicti^jg  an  era  of  success  to 
the  republic.  Instead,  however,  of  the  buoyant  welcome  ho  had  ex- 
pected, he  found  but  a  cold  reception,  growing  each  day  colder.  Fur 
this  the  reasons  were  several.  He  was  condemned  for  his  action  in 
sending  over,  on  promises  made  without  authority,  scores,  it  was 
said,  of  French  oilicers,  some  incompetent,  and  almost  all  both  im|K)r- 
tunate  and  insatiable.  Those  who  were  devoted  to  Washington,  and 
even  those  who  were  not,  could  not  understand  how  Deane  should  have 
had  liis  head  so  turned  as  to  suggest  a  foreign  prince  to  take  Washing- 
ton's place  at  the  head  of  the  armies  of  the  United  State.  The  Lees 
and  Samuel  Adams  looked  upon  him  as  one  who  had  ruthlessly  quar- 
reled with  Arthur  Lee,  and  who,  if  he  returned,  would  oust  William 
Lee  from  the  lucrative  post  of  commercial  agent  in  Paris.  Deane  also 
had  strong  opposition  on  personal  grounds  from  at  least  two,  if  we 
judge  from  his  own  account,  of  his  Connecticut  colleagues;  and  his 
diiUcuUies  with  Izard  alienated  from  him  the  South  Carolina  delegation. 
He  had  also  but  little  tact  in  conciliating  opponents  or  in  making 
friends ;  and  a  publication  by  him  in  the  Pennsylvania  Packet,  exposing 
to  the  public  eye  the  dissensions  in  the  legation  in  Paris,  justly  exposed 
him  to  censure  ou  the  ground  that,  however  true,  it  was  a  breach  of 
confidence.  How  it  was  that  for  weary  mouths  he  appealed  to  Con- 
gress to  authorize  a  settlement  of  his  accounts,  bub  appealed  in  vain, 
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will  be  8eei)  by  etamining  the  corrospoiuleiice  ia  the  foUowiug  volumes.* 
Of  the  result  Hildreth  thus  justly  speaks: 

"Deano  was  finally  discliargod  from  his  long  and  irksoino  attendance  on  Congress 
with  a  paltry  allowance  for  bis  time,  wbicli'  he  rofnHod  to  accex)t,  and  he  presently 
retnrned  to  Europe  for  the  sottlouient  of  his  accounts,  under  which  ho  claimed  a  large 
bnhiucc  against  the  United  States.  Though  bo  had  entered  Congress  with  the  repu- 
tation of  being  a  rich  man,  this  claim  seemed  now  to  constitute  his  sole  pecuniary 
means.  Congress  ncglecte<1  t^  appoint  anybody  to  act  for  them  in  the  settlement  of 
the  accounts  of  their  agents  abroad ;  and  Deaiie,  thus  deprived  of  all  resources,  was 
reduced  to  great  pecuniary  distress.  No  proof  api>ears  that  he  had  been  dishonest,  or 
had  employed  the  public  money  in  specubitious  of  his  own,  as  his  enemies  alleged, 
but  he  had  occupied  the  nnfortunate  position  of  having  large  sums  of  public  money 
pass  through  his  hands  before  any  proper  system  of  vouchers  and  acconntability  had 
been  established,  and  he  fell  before  the  sauie  spirit  of  malignant  accusation  whioU 
presently  assaulted  Wadsworth,  Greene,  Morris,  and  even  Franklin  himself,  but 
which  they  had  better  means  for  warding  oft'."    (3  Hildreth's  United  States,  2G9.) 

A  uianuscrix>t  copy  of  Silas  Dcaue's  address,  laid  before  Congress  on  December  21, 
1778,  is  in  No.  Lll  of  the  Spark's  Collection  at  Harvard  College.  Thismanuscipt  dif- 
fers in  several  respects  from  the  printed  text  as  given  in  the  papers  in  relation  to  the 
case  of  Silas  Deane  as  printed  in  Philadelphia  in  1855. 

• 

••interooptod  letters."         §  163.  lu  the  fall  of  1781  there  appeared  iu  Riving- 

ton's  lioyal  Gazette,  published  in  New  York,  a 
series  of  letters  elainied  to  have  been  written  by  Deane  about  the  same 
time,  giving,  with  much  skill,  reasons  why  the  cause  of  independence 
should  be  abandoned  and  the  conciliatory  propositions  of  Britain  ac- 
cepted. Ilad  these  letters  been  written  at  difl'erent  times,  to  be  for- 
wanled  by  different  oi)portunities  to  the  parties  to  whom  they  were 
addressed,  it  is  not  likely,  skillful  as  Deane  wiis  in  getting  his  letters 
across  the  water,  that  tliey  would  have  been  ^Mntercepted"  in  a  bunch. 
They  were  however  so  **  intercepted,''  and  they  certainly,  as  they  ap- 
pear in  Bivingtou's  Gazette,  have  very  much  the  appearance  of  having 
been  forwarded  to  that  paper  for  the  purpose  of  better  circulation. 
Complete  copies  of  them  as  so  issued  are  rare.  To  Deaue's  address 
however  of  August,  1784,  to  "the  United  States  of  North  America,'^ 
published  by  Dobrett,  Loudon,  he  adds  a  letter  to  Robert  Morris,  of 
June  10,  1781,  which  he  says  "contiiins  the  substance  of  what  in  1781 
1  wrote  to  my  friends  and  corresjiondents  in  America  in  those  letters 
which  were  intercepted  and  published  in  New  York."  He  adds  that 
where  the  publication  of  Rivington  *' differs  from  the  original  I  have 
noted  and  corrected  it  in  this  letter,  and  therefore  the  present  may  be 
relied  on  as  authentic." 

In  the  letter  thus  selected,  as  giving  the  substance  of  the  intercepted 
letters  as  a  whole,  DeJino  takes  the  following  position :  (1)  The  decla- 
ration of  independence  was  a  mistake,  as  tbere  were  no  real  grievances 
to  redress;  (2)  the  French  alliance  is  a  delusion ;  (3)  the  best  thing  for 
the  United  States  to  do  is  to  submit.    It  will  be  remembered  that  Deane 


Sec  index,  title  Deane. 
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cbose  the  gloomiest  period  of  the  war  to  ntter  sentimeuts  wbicb,  in  di. 
1  oct  conflict  as  they  were  with  his  former  views  both  as  to  iudependenoe 
ami  as  to  the  temper  to  be  shown  to  Britain,  show  on  their  face  that  the 
letters  containing  them  were  concocted  to  be  put  into  circalation  io  sack 
a  way  as  best  to  further  the  ministerial  schemes.  It  is  in  recognition  of 
this  purpose  that  George  Ill's  criticism,  hereafter  introduced,  was 
made,  and  it  was  to  give  them  currency  that  the  "  intercepting"  scheme 
was  contrived.  Had  the  letters  been  delivered,  as  addressed,  to  Boliert 
Morris  and  the  other  patriots  whom  Deane  selected  as  his  nominal  cor- 
respondents, there  would  have  been  no  publication.  It  was  only  through 
loyalist  papers  that  they  could  be  put  into  print.  We  must  takeinto  con- 
sideration not  merely  the  tone  of  the  letters,  but  the  mode  in  which  \hej 
were  put  into  circulation,  in  order  to  uuderstaud  the  vehemence  with 
which  they  were  denounced  by  the  legislature  and  governor  of  Connect- 
icut, where  Deane  was  nominally  domiciled,  as  well  as  by  the  patriot 
press  at  large. 

In  a  [lamphlet  published  in  Hartford  in  1784,  and  dated  in  London  on 
October  12,  1783,  Deane,  after  admitting  and  defending  his  "inter- 
cepted letters,''  states : 

"  I  can  with  tbe  greatent  truth  and  sincerity  declare  that  I  have  not  ao  mneh  aa 
seen  any  of  the  ministers  since  uiy  arrival  iu  this  coantry,  nor  have  I  ever  had  the 
least  connection  or  correspondence  with  any,  either  of  the  present  or  late  minlsteri 
of  this  country." 

But  this  can  not  be  reconciled  with  George  Ill's  statements,  here- 
after given,  or  with  the  conclusions  of  Jay  and  of  Franklin  as  to  Deane's 
apostacy. 

In  respect  to  the  "intercepted  letters"  we  have  the  following  corre- 
spondence : 

"  I  inclose  you  a  paper  containing  two  of  the  many  letters  lately  published  in  New 
York  with  the  subscription  of  Mr.  Doaue's  name.  The  gonniueuess  of  some  of  them, 
and  particularly  that  to  Mr.  Morris,  is  generally  doubted.  There  are  some  who 
think  the  whole  of  them  spurious.  However  this  may  be,  there  is,  through  another 
channel,  indubitable  proof  that  no  injustice  is  done  in  ascribing  to  bim  the  senti- 
ments advanced  in  these  letters.  Either  from  pique,  interested  projects  of  trade,  or 
a  traitorous  correspondence  with  the  enemy,  he  has  certainly  apobtatiKcd  from  his 
first  principles."    (Madison  to  Jeffereon,  November  18, 1781 ;  I  Madison  Papers,  103.) 

**  On  whichever  side  Mr.  Deane's  letters  are  viewed  they  present  mysteries.  Whether 
they  be  supposed  genuine  or  spurious,  or  a  mixture  of  both,  difQculties  which  can  not 
well  be  answere<l  may  be  started.  There  are  however  passages  in  some  of  them  which 
cau  scarcely  be  imputed  to  any  other  hand.  But  it  is  unnecessary  to  rely  on  these 
publications  for  the  real  character  of  the  man.  There  is  evidence  of  his  obliquity 
which  has  for  a  considerable  time  been  conclusive."  (Madison,  in  Congress,  to  Pen- 
dleton, December  11,  1781 ;  1  Madison's  Writings,  57.) 

But  as  time  gave  fuller  opportunity  of  observation,  there  was  no 
doubt  as  to  the  authenticity  of  these  letters.  Hutchinson  spoke  of  the 
encouragement  they  gave  refugees  in  England.*  Franklin  declared 
with  pain  that  they  harmonized  with  what  he  heard  was  the  then  tone 


'  2  Hutchinson's  Diary,  246. 
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of  Deaiie^s  conversation,  and  bo  said  tbat  Dcaiie  at  that  time  even  jiis-^' 
tified  the  course  of  Arnold.*  In  1783  Deane's  sissociates  in  England, 
according  to  Adams,  were  Arnold,  Paul  Wentwortb,  and  Skeane.t  And  ' 
one  of  tbese  letters,  tbat  to  Governor  Trumbull  of  October  21,  1781 
(if  tbis  may  be  called  "intercepted,"  of  wbicb  tbere  is  doubt,  as  a  dupli- 
cate of  it  at  least  appears  to  bave  been  delivered),  bad  its  autbeuticity 
verified  and  acknowledged  not  only  by  Truu\bull,  but  by  the  legislature 
of  Connecticut!  to  wbom  be  communicsited  it.  Tbis  letter  (written  be- 
fore Deaue  beard  of  Gornwallis'  surrender,  but  received  after  that 
decisive  event)  is  contained,  with  Trumbull's  reply,  in  volume  50  of  tbe 
Letters  to  Washington  deposited  in  the  Department  of  State.  Deane's 
letter  is  written  with  much  art,  supposing  the  facts  he  states  as  to  the 
failure  of  tbe  revolutionary  campaign  to  be  true,  and  supposing  his  ob- 
ject to  be  to  induce  an  ab.indonment  of  the  French  alliance  and  a  return 
to  the  British  sw<ny.  But  he  so  grossly  overstates  his  case  as  to  deprive 
his  conclusions,  even  at  the  time  he  wrote,  of  any  force.  He  speaks  of 
the  campaign  so  far,  on  the  part  of  France  and  Spain,  as  being  ridicu- 
lously indecisive.  He  declares  that  for  us  to  continue  the  war  would 
subject  us  to  France,  notwithstanding  his  assumption  that  France  is  at 
this  time  worsteil.  With  some  pertinency  he  calls  attention  to  the  fact 
tbat  "our  ministers  and  agents  in  Europe  cost  us  at  this  time  more 
than  £20,000  sterling  annually,  though  we  have  only  one  received  and 
acknowledged  as  such.''  He  then  untruly  announces  "a  secret  treaty 
between  Russia  and  England,"  and  declares  that  England  will  have 
it  in  her  power  to  make  a  general  peace,  excluding  the  United- States; 
and,  assuming  this,  he  argues  that  it  is  essential  to  the  United  States 
to  obtain  from  England  indulgent  terms  while  they  may  still  be  bail. 
The  style  is  much  superior  in  its  literary  structure  to  that  which  marks 
those  letters  which  came  from  Deane  when  he  wiis  corresponding  with 
Congress  as  its  acknowledged  agent;  and  this  may  be  explained  by  the 
supposition  that  in  preparing  this  and  the  "intercepted"  letters  of  Oc- 
tober, 1781,  he  had  the  aid  of  British  ofllcials.  That  this  is  so  we 
can  infer  from  the  letters  of  George  III,  to  be  prcvsently  quoted.  Trum- 
bull's answer  is  very  strong.  It  begins  by  saying  that  "at  the  time 
when  you  wrote  the  decisive  event  of  the  last  campaign  in  this  country 
was  not  known  to  3'ou;  you  were  unacqusiinted  with  the  noble  part 
which  France  acted  on  that  occasion,  and  you  could  not  foresee  tbat 
this  event  would  reduce  the  British  Parliament  to  confess  themselves 
unable  to  conduct  a  future  offensive  war  in  this  country;  you  could  not 
foresee  that  the  *  trifling  and  indecisive'  campaign  in  Europe  was  to  be 
soon  followed  bj^  the  most  iiuportant  successes  in  other  quarters  of  the 
world;  that  St^  Eustatia,  St.  Martin,  St.  Kitt's,  Montserrat,  Nevis,  were 
destined  to  crown  the  glories  of  Yorktown."  After  vindicating  the 
generosity  of  France  in  her  arrangements  with  the  United  States,  and 


^  Franklin  to  Liviugston,  Mar.  4,  17ri2.      t  Adams  to  Livingston,  Aug.  2,  1783. 
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speaking  of  the  wiiiit  of  generosity  of  Britain,  bo  says:  "  I  will  sooner 
cotiseiit  to  load  inyKelf,  my  constituents,  and  my  posterity  with  a  debt 
equal  to  the  whole  property  of  the  country  tbau  to  consent  to  a  tneas* 
ure  so  detestably  infamous"  as  the  submission  proposed  by  Deane. 
This  reply  of  Trumbull  wjis,  jis  we  learu  by  a  letter  of  Truinball  to 
Livingston  (given  in/ra^  under  date  of  May  23,  1782),  was  unaoimoasly 
approved  by  the  legislature  of  Connecticut. 

Tho  fact  that  thcso  lottorn  woro  prepariMl  in  a  biiiicU  goos  Rome  way  t^  proro  th»t 
thoy  fortnod  part  of  a  syHtoin  of  deinoiistralioii  got  up  in  such  a  way  as  to  prodnc« 
tbo  gruato8t  political  offoct.  Of  those  of  thuin  which  I  have  been  ablo  to  trmco  the 
dates  are  as  ioUows: 

Donne  to  James  Wilson,  Paris,  May  10,  1781;  Deano  to  Root,  Paris,  May  20,  1761; 
Deane  to  TaUnirulc^e,  May  20,  1781 ;  Doano  to  Dner,  Paris,  June  14,  1781 ;  Deaoe  to 
Morris,  Paris,  June  10,  1781;  Dcano  to  Wadsworth,  Paris,  June  13,  1781;  Demneto 
Parsons,  Paris,  May  14,  1781 ;  Deaue  to  Thompson,  Paris,  June  1,  1781  ;  Deaue  to 
Somers  Doano,  May  IG,  1781. 

It  is  no  wonder  that  George  III  had  his  doubts  \vbether  the  scheme  had  not  lieen 
overdone.  Cobbott  wrote  a  pamphlet  review  of  these  letters,  which  gave  hiui  great 
delight.* 

Deane's  letter  dated  Paris,  May  15,  1781,  appears  in  the  London  Morning  Poet  of 
January  28,  1782,  as  lately  intercepted  ;  and  so  of  his  other  intercepted  letters. 

As  discrediting  the  claim  that  the  letters  were  sent  bona  fide  to  AmerioMf  oorre* 
Bpondents  and  intercepted  on  the  road,  we  have  also  to  observe: 

(1)  None  of  them  are  in  cipher,  though  to  most  of  the  parties  addressed  Deane  had 
been  in  the  habit  of  using  ciphers. 

(2)  The  vessel  or  vessels  from  which  iliey  were  taken  were  not  reported,  aa  was 
usually  the  case  when  papers  of  interest  were  seized,  the  news  of  the  capture  of  the 
vessel  coming  in  with  tho  capturing  vessel. 

VI0W8 of  Goorgo  III.         5  1G4.  Whatever  we  may  think   of  Deaue's  early 

scrvicea  in  the  revolutionary  cause,  there  is  no  doubt 
that  he  left  Philadelphia  thoroughly  embittered  by  the  unjust  and  in- 
sulting course  of  Congress  towards  him,  and  that,  on  his  return  to 
Europe,  he  soon  fell  under  British  control  and  accepted  British  pay. 
As  to  this  the  following  extracts  from  letters  of  George  III  to  Lord 
North  leave  uo  doubt: 

''1  return  the  communications  from  Mr.  VVentworth  and  Mr.  Thornton  (Arthur 
Lee's socrt'tary).  The  return  of  Doano  is  a  very  fortunate  event,  as  it  gives  full  time  to 
the  news  transmitted  in  the  J»drom*!da  to  take  effect,  and  I  should  naturally  conclude 
may  briug  America  to  a  state  of  tranquillity.*'  (George  III  to  Lord  North,  March  9, 
1778,  2  Corrospondcnco,  etc.,  14r). ) 

"  Loud  North  :  On  returning  Ijist  night  from  the  oratorio  I  receive<l  your  box.  I 
think  it  perfectly  right  that  Mr.  Deano  should  so  far  he  trusted  as  to  have  £3,000  in 
goods  for  America.  The  giving  him  particular  instructions  would  be  liable  to  much 
hazard,  but  his  bringing  any  of  the  provinces  to  ofTor  to  return  to  their  allegiance  on 
the  former  foot  would  be  much  bctt>or  than  by  joint  application  throngh  tho  Con- 
gress; for  if  by  the  breaking  off  of  some  the  rest  are  obliged  to  yield,  nc  further  con- 
cert, or  perhaps  amity,  can  subsist  between  them,  which  would  not  be  tho  case  in 
the  other  mode,  and  the  flro  might  only  bo  smothered,  to  break  out  again  on  the  first 
occasion."    (George  111  to  Lord  North,  March  3,  1781,  2  Correspondence,  363.) 


•See  Dunne,  Polit.  Pamphlets,  Cong.  Library. 
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Mr.  Doune  (the  editor)  adds  the  following  note: 

"The  history  of  Silas  Deaiio  is  wrapt  in  soiiiu  niystory.  Uo  and  General  Arnold 
were  early  friends,  and  both  dosert^^d  the  cause  whicli  tboy  had  once  so  efliciontly 
supported.  Doano  appears  io  have  boon  the  victim  of  intrigue,  and  to  have  incurred 
the  enmity  of  Arthur  Lee,  Izard,  and  other  Americans.  Franklin  in  1782  defended 
Deaue  from  a  charge  of  fraud.  The  story  of  these  intrignes  is  related  by  Mr.  Parton,  in 
his  Life  of  Frankliu,  volume  ii,  chapter  ix.  From  this  letter  it  is  evident  that  Deaue 
was  now  in  the  service  of  the  Euglish  ministry.  He  Joined  Arnold  in  England  and 
renewed  their  friondahip.  Upon  hearing  of  their  reunion  John  Jay,  who  liko 
Franklin,  had  stood  by  Deaue  in  all  his  niisfortuues,  tore  his  portrait  into  shreds  and 
throw  them  into  the  fire.  Some  time  after,  when  Deaue  called  upon  Jay  in  London, 
the  indignant  American  wrote  to  reject  his  proffered  civilities,  saying  that  'every' 
American  who  gives  his  hand  to  Benedict  Arnold,  in  my  opinion,  pollutes  it.' 

'* '  For  a  few  months/ says  Mr.  I'arton,  (tfr.,  3(>'2)  '  Deaue  b:i8ked  in  the  smiles  of  tory, 
and,  it  is  said,  ot  royal  favor;  which  is  nob  unlikely,  for  George  III  had  Arnold  con- 
tinually at  his  side,  and  bestowed  upon  him  the  most  conspicuous  marks  of  favor. 
But  after  the  peace  Deano  was  totally  neglected.  He  died  at  a  small  country  town 
a  few  years  later  in  extreme  povortiy.' 

"Yet  he  appears  to  have  been  '  as  much  sinned  against  as  sinning,'  for  in  1835, 
forty-five  years  after  his  death.  Congress  paid  to  his  heirs  a  considerable  part  of  the 
sum  due  to  them.  The  sum  awarded  was  ^38,000.  Among  Deane's  papers  at  Hart 
ford  was  found  a  complete  statement  of  his  case  by  himself,  and  this,  backed  by 
Franklin's  testimony  to  his  integrity,  weighed  with  Congress  in  repairing  the  wrong 
done  to  him." 

"I  have  received  Lord  North's  boxes  containing  the  intercepted  letters  from  Mr. 
Deane  for  America.  I  have  only  been  able  (o  read  two  of  [tlieml,  on  which  I  form 
the  same  opinion  of  too  much  a2}pcarance  of  being  cmcevUd  with  this  countrifj  and  there- 
fore not  likely  tohave  the  effect  as  if  they  bore  another  aspect.  I  return  thom,  and  hope 
when  the  copies  have  been  taken  to  bo  able  to  read  them  at  my  leisure,  for  it  is 
impossible  in  a  hurry  to  form  any  solid  opinion  concerning  them.  The  extract  from 
Franklin  is  very  material ;  should  Franco  not  supply  America  amply,  I  think  it  has  the 
appearance  that  this  long  contest  will  end,  as  it  ought,  by  the  Colonies  returning  to 
the  mother  country  ;  and  1  confess  I  will  never  put  my  hand  to  any  other  conclusion 
of  this  business."  (George  111  to  Lord  North,  July  19,  1781,  2  Correspondence,  etc., 380.) 

"The  letter  Lord  North  has  wrote  to  Sir  Henry  Clinton  on  the  subject  ol  the  inter- 
cepted letters  from  Mr.  Deane  ho  is  transmitting  to  him,  is  very  proper,  and  is  the 
most  likely  means  of  rendering  them  of  some  utility.  I  owno  I  think  them  too  strong  in 
our  favour  to  bear  the  appearance  of  his  spontaneous  opiuious,  but  that,  if  supposed 
to  be  authentic,  they  will  see  they  have  by  concert  fell  into  our  hands.  The  means 
Mr.  Deane  should  have  taken  as  most  conducive  of  the  oltjrct  ho  seems  now  to  favour 
would  have  been  first  to  have  shown  that  the  hands  of  France  are  tf)0  full  to  be  able 
to  give  any  solid  assistance  to  America,  and  to  have  pointed  out  the  ruin  that  must 
attend  a  further  continuance  of  the  war  ;  and  after  having  given  time  for  these  opin- 
ions to  bo  digested,  then  have  proposed  the  giving  up  all  ideas  of  independency,  and 
have  shown  that  the  country  is  not  in  a  state  to  subsist  without  the  assistance  of 
some  foreign  power,  and  that  consequently  so  mild  a  government  as  the  British  one 
is  the  most  favorablo  that  America  can  depend  upon."  (George  111  to  Lord  North, 
August?,  1781,  id,  381.) 

PoeiUoo  In  i784-'8».  §  1G5.  When  DeaDO  returned  to  Paris  he  not  only  J^ 

avoided  Frankliu  and  his  old  patriotic  associates^ 
but  he  expressed  himself  with  so  much  bitterness  towards  Congress,* 
and  wifb  such  disapproval  of  the  course  the  war  was  taking,  that  ho  was 


*  According  to  Vergenucs  ho  was  **  furieux  centre  sa  l*atrie." 
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avoided  by  old  acquaiutancesia  retarn.  That  Arthur  Lee^s  stories  about 
his  wealth  were  erroneous,  appears  from  the  following  iDanasoript 
memoranduiD  by  Sparks,  which  is  iu  the  Harvard  collection : 

"Among  the  papers  in  the  French  o£Qce<i  I  saw  an  original  letter  from  Beaaiiuureluus 
to  Conut  VergenneH,  stating  that  Deane  was  in  Paris,  destitato  of  the  meuis  of  lob- 
sistence.    Upon  this  Vergennes  advanced  Deane  privately  12,000  livres. 

"Towards  the  end  of  the  year  he  was  in  London,  employed  in  literary  and  politicsl 
work,  If  not  by  the  ministry,  at  least  by  opponents  of  the  American  cause.  Thai 
Luzerne,  in  a  letter  of  October !),  1783,  to  Vergennes,  states  that  Sheffield's  pamphlet 
on  the  commerce  of  the  United  States  was  prepared  by  Deane.''  (Sparks  Mannsoripta, 
Harvard  College,  vol.  32.) 

Next  comes  the  following  painful  correspondence  between  Deane  and 
Jay: 

Deane  to  Jay* 

**  London,  Jan,  2Ui,  1784.* 
"Sir:  I  called  at  your  lodgings  in  November  last,  but  your  servant  told  me  yon 
was  not  withiu,  and  that  yon  intended  to  set  out  fur  Bath  in  a  day  or  two,  on  wbioh, 
being  exceedingly  desirous  of  an  interview  with  you,  I  sent  yon  a  letter  reqnestiog 
that  favor;  but  going  out  of  town  myself  a  few  days  after,  and  having  received  no 
uunwer,  I  am  at  a  loss  what  to  conclnde  on — whether  my  letter  might  have  failed,  or 
tliat  you  do  not  incline  to  favour  me  with  an  interview,  and  hence  I  am  induced  to 
trouble  you  with  this,  and  to  request  that  yon  will  simply  inform  me  by  a  line  if  yon 
received  my  letter  of  November,  and  if  an  interview  will  be  agreeable  or  not.  I  wish 
to  obviate  aud  remove  any  late  prejudices  which  you  may  have  entertained  against 
me  from  the  most  gross  misrepresentations  of  my  conduct  since  my  arrival  In  Eng- 
land ;  and  I  submit  to  you  the  propriety  of  giving  me  an  opportunity  for  doing  this, 

and  am,  with  great  respect,  sir,  etc., 

"  Silas  Dkane." 


Jay  to  Deane. 

**CiiAiLLOT,  NKAR  Paris,  23d  February^  1784.t 
''Sir:  Your  letter  of  the  2i8t  of  January  was  delivered  to  me  this  morning.  It  is 
painful  to  say  disagreeable  things  to  auy  person,  and  esDocially  to  those  with  whom 
one  lias  lived  in  habits  of  friendship  ;  but  candor  on  this  subject  forbids  reserve. 
You  was  of  the  number  of  those  who  possessed  my  esteem,  and  to  whom  I  was 
attached.  To  me  personally  you  have  never  given  offense;  but,  on  the  contrary,  I 
am  persuaded  you  sincerely  wished  me  well,  and  was  disposecl  to  do  me  good  offices. 
''The  card  you  left  for  me  at  Mr.  Bingham's,  and  also  the  letter  you  mention,  were 
delivered  to  me;  and  I  can  not  express  the  regret  I  experienced  from  the  ciuel  neces- 
sity I  thought  myself  under  of  passing  them  over  in  silence;  but  I  love  my  country 
and  my  honour  bettor  than  my  friends,  and  even  my  family,  and  am  ready  to  part 
with  them  all  whenever  it  would  be  improper  to  retain  them.  You  are  either  ex- 
ceedingly injured  or  you  are  no  friend  to  America;  and  while  doubts  remain  on  that 
point,  all  connexion  between  us  must  be  suspended.  I  wished  to  hear  what  you 
might  have  to  say  on  that  head,  and  should  have  named  a  time  and  place  for  an 
interview  had  not  an  insurmountable  obstacle  intervened  to  prevent  it.  I  was  told  by 
mure  than  one,  on  whose  information  I  thought  I  could  rely,  that  you  received  visits 
from,  and  was  on  terms  of  familiarity  with,  General  Arnold.  Every  American  who 
gives  his  hand  to  that  man,  in  my  opinion,  pollutes  it. 

"I  think  it  my  duty  to  deal  thus  candidly  with  yon,  and  I  assure  yon,  with  equal 
sincerity,  that  it  would  give  me  cordial  satisfaction  to  find  you  able  to  acquit  yonr- 

•  2  Jay's  Life,  143.  1 2  Jay's  Life,  144. 
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self  in  the  Jadgroeut  of  the  dispaesiouate  and  impartial.    If  it  is  ia  your  power  to 

do  it,  I  tbiak  yon  do  yourself  injustice  by  not  undertaking  tbat  necessary  task. 

"That  you  may  perform  it  successfully,  whenever  you  undertake  it,  is  the  sincere 

wish  and  desire  of,  sir,  etc., 

"John  Jay." 

That  S.  Deane  gave  the  British  ministry,  in  October,  1767,  suggestions  hostile  to 
America  appears  from  a  letter  of  Lord  Dorcliostcr  to  tlio  British  secretary  of  state, 
date«l  October  24,  1787.     (2  Bancroft's  History  of  the  Constitution,  448.) 

Of  this  unhappy  life  at  a  later  period  we  bave  the  following  glimpse: 

"About  three  weeks  ago  a  person  called  on  me  and  informed  me  that  Silas  Deane 
had  taken  him  in  for  a  sum  of  120  guineas;  nud  that,  being  unable  to  obtain  any 
other  satisfaction,  he  had  laid  hands  on  his  account  book  and  letter  book,  and  had 
brought  them  ofif  to  Paris,  to  offer  them  first  to  the  United  States  if  they  would  repay 
him  his  money;  if  not,  he  would  return  to  London  and  offer  them  to  the  British  min- 
ister. I  desired  him  to  leave  them  with  me  four  and  twenty  hours,  that  I  might  Judge 
whether  they  were  worth  our  notice.  He  did  so.  They  were  two  volumes.  One  con- 
tained all  his  accounts  with  the  United  States,  from  his  first  coming  to  Europe  to 
January  10,  1781.  Presuming  that  the  treasury  board  was  in  possession  of  this  ac- 
count till  his  arrival  in  Philadelphia,  August,  1778,  nud  that  he  had  never  given  in  the 
subsequent  part,  I  had  that  subsoqueut  part  copied  from  the  book,  and  now  inclose 
it,  as  it  may  on  some  occasion  or  other  perhaps  be  useful  in  the  treasury  office. 
The  other  volume  contained  all  his  correspondence  from  March  29  to  August  23,  1777. 
I  bad  a  list  of  the  letters  taken  by  their  date.4  and  aildresscs,  which  will  enable  you 
to  form  a  general  idea  of  the  collection  on  the  perusal  of  many  of  them.  I  thought 
it  desirable  that  they  should  not  come  to  the  hands  of  the  British  minister ;  and  from 
an  expression  dropped  by  the  possessor  of  them  I  believe  he  would  have  fallen  fifty 
or  sixty  guineas.  I  did  not  think  them  important  enough,  however,  to  Justify  my 
purchasing  them  without  aulhority,  though  with  authority  I  should  have  done  it. 
Indeed  I  would  have  given  that  sum  to  cut  out  a  single  sentence,  which  contained 
evidence  of  a  fact  not  proper  to  be  committed  to  the  han<ls  of  enemies.  I  told  him 
I  would  state  the  proposition  to  you  and  await  orders.  I  gave  him  back  the  books, 
and  he  returned  to  London  without  making  any  proiniso  that  he  would  await  the 
event  of  the  orders  you  might  think  proper  to  give.''  (Jefferson  to  Jay,  Augusts, 
1788;  3  Dip.  Corr.  Rev.,  17a3-17«9,  428.) 

"On  the  receipt  of  your  letter  advising  mo  to  purchase  the  two  volumes  of  Deane's 
letters  and  accounts,  I  wrote  to  the  person  who  had  tlinui,  and,  after  some  offers  and 
refusals,  he  let  me  have  them  for  25  louis,  instead  of  120  loiiis  asked  at  first.  He  told 
me  that  Deane  had  still  six  or  eight  volumes  more,  and  that  when  he  sbould  return 
to  London  he  would  try  to  get  them  in  order  to  make  himself  whole  of  the  money  he 
lent  Deane.  As  I  knew  he  would  endeavor  to  make  us  pay  dear  for  them,  and  it 
appeared  to  be  your  opinion  and  that  of  the  members  you  had  consulted  that  it  was 
an  object  worthy  attention,  I  wrote  immediately  to  a  friend  in  London  to  endeavor 
to  purchase  them  from  Deane  himself,  whoso  distresses  and  crapulous  habits  will 
probably  render  him  more  easy  to  deal  with.  I  authorized  him  to  go  as  high  as  50 
guineas;  I  have  as  yet  no  answer  from  him.''  (Jefferson  to  Jay,  March  12,  1789;  4 
id.,  67.) 

**  I  have  received  an  answer  from  London  on  the  subject  of  the  other  volumes  of 
Deane's  letters  and  accounts,  sngge8to<l  to  be  still  in  his  posscHMion.  This  information 
renders  it  certain  that  none  such  are  in  his  possession,  and  probably  that  no  others 
exist  but  the  two  which  1  have  purchased."  (Jefferson  to  Jay,  March  15,  1789;  td., 
77.)* 

*The  account  and  letters  above  referred  to  by  Jefferson  in  his  note  of  March  12, 
1789,  can  not  be  found  in  the  Department  of  State,  though  a  diligent  search  has 
been  made  for  them. 
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Explanation  of  hin  eottrae.       §  166.  The  "  uiysterj,'^  08  it  is  called,  of  Silas 

Deaue  may  be  solved  when  we  remember  that  he 
was  distinguished  in  that  part  of  his  public  life  as  to  which  there  is  uo  dis- 
pute much  more  for  zeal  than  for  either  political  sagacity  or  political 
scrupulousness.  He  threw  himself  into  Beaumarchais'arms  when  he  had 
uo  definite  assurance  on  what  authority  Bcaumarchais  acted.  The  ex- 
travgant  salaries  aud  military  rank  he  engaged  to  confer  on  French  offi- 
cers as  inducements  to  come  to  Philudelphia  show  that  he  either  duiied 
them  or  was  duped  by  his  own  determination  to  produce  immediate 

I  effects  regardless  of  consequences.  The  same  may  be  said  of  his  sug- 
gestions of  unjustifiable  and  cruel  retaliation  in  war,  aud  in  his  recom- 
mending Congress  to  confer  the  direction  of  the  American  armies  on 
Broglie;  a  recommendation  wliich,  if  not  attributable  to  political  igno- 
rance which  is  almost  inconceivable,  can  only  be  regarded  as  an  attempt 
on  his  part  either  to  impose  on  the  Broglie  faction,  or  to  sacrifice  his 
country  to  promote  that  faction's  interests.  We  can  conceive  of  the 
effect  on  such  a  character  of  the  neglect  he  wsis  subjected  to  on  his 
return  to  Philadelphia.    He  found  himself  not  merely  a  suppliant,  but 

\  a  suppliant  repelled  and  shunned  before  the  very  Congress  in  which  he 
had  taken  at  least  a  respectable  part.  He  was  poor ;  aud  it  seems  now 
plain  that  the  charges  against  him  of  making  mouey  out  of  his  post  were 
baseless.*  He  was  naturally  incensed  at  such  treatmeut,  and  that  want 
of  i)olitical  scrupulousness  which  lie  had  exiiibited  when  employed  for  the 
United  States  he  exhibited  when  dismissed  from  his  employment 
First  came  letters  from  liim,  which  wore  intercepted  and  published, 
saying  that  the  mismanagement  of  Congress  was  bringing  the  country  to 
ruin.  These  letters  drove  liiin  finally  out  of  the  society  of  the  patriots  with 
whom  he  had  previously  associated,  and  made  him  an  exile  when  inde- 
pendence was  secured  by  peace.  In  his  poverty  and  desolation  he  re- 
turned to  Enjjland,  and  there  entered  into  the  service  of  the  British 
crown  against  the  cause  of  which  he  had  been  a  conspicuous  adherent- 
In  so  doing  he  was  guilty  of  a  great  crime,  yet  a  crime  no  greater  than 
that  committed  by  some  of  the  whig  leaders  in  the  English  revolution  of 
1G88,  who,  when  piqued  by  William's  neglect,  entered  into  traitorous 
correspondence  with  the  court  of  St.  Germain. 

Sabino,  in  his  work  on  the  LoynliHts  (vol.  1,  p.  2G2),  olosoa  bis  skotcb  of  Deaoe  aa 
follows : 

''  A  man  driven  to  despair  is  to  bo  judged  ninroifiilly.  Ho  died  on  board  tbe  Bo$ton 
Packely  in  the  Downs,  in  1781),  in  liis  lifty-tbird  year,  after  four  hours'  iUuoss.  His 
wife  was  the  rich  Widow  Webb." 

Elkanab  Watson,  who  saw  Doane  at  Ghent  in  1781,  speaks  of  him  as  "  a  voluntary 
exile,  misanthropic  in  his  feelings,  intent  on  getting  money,  and  deadly  hostile  to 
his  native  land.  Ilis  language*,'-  continues  Watson,  "  was  so  strong  and  decided  on 
the  subject  of  American  affairs  and  cvincrd  so  much  hostility  to  his  country,  that  I 
felt  constrained,  upon  my  return  to  Paris,  to  announce  to  Dr.  Franklin  my  conviction 


*  The  impression  of  Luzerne,  however,  was  that  Deane,  while  he  had  not  made 
money,  had  spooulatod  with  tUo  (v\\u\%  \\\  \\\%  V^^^xOa. 
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that  Mr.  Doane  rnunt  bo  regarded  an  onemy  aliko  to  France  and  America.  Ho  ob- 
eenrad  to  me  that  similar  reports  bad  reached  him  beforoi  but  that  he  had  been 
onwilling  to  admit  their  truth."  In  a  note  is  given  a  letter  to  Watson  from  John 
Trumbull,  in  which  lie  accouutN  for  Doanu's  course  by  saying  that  his  treatment  by 
CoDgrees  and  the  feeling  created  against  him  by  the  **  intercepted  letters^  **  rendered  . 
him  obnoxious,  and  drove  him  into  voluntary  exile  in  Tlie  Netherlands,  dissatisfied, 
exasperated,  and  imxioverished  ahnost  to  penury.  Tims  forced  Into  an  unnatural 
and  friendless  residence  in  foreign  countries,  ho  gave  liiniself  up  to  rage,  resentment, 
and  actual  dispair,  and  vented  his  passion  in  execration  against  France,  America, 
and  mankind.  In  this  condition  yon  found  him  in  tlie  interview  you  mention.  He 
eonsidered  kimself  a$  a  man  not  onljf  abused  and  iU-retjuitfd  for  imporlaitt  8crvice$,  but 
denied  those  pecuniary  rewards  which  had  been  promised  him  for  his  agency  in  Europe.^* 
(Watson's  Men  and  Times  of  the  Kovolution,2ded.,  151,  ]r>*>.) 

The  last  lines  are  italicised  as  giving  the  more  probable  theory  of  Deano's  defection. 
His  poverty  shows  that  he  was  enriched  neither  by  oflicial  peculation  nor  by  royal 
boanty. 

On  Angust  28,  1789,  Jefferson,  at  Paris,  wrote  to  Madison : 

**  Silas  Deane  is  coming  over  to  fiuish  his  days  in  America,  not  having  one  sou  to 
subsist  on  elsewhere.  He  is  a  wretched  monument  of  the  consequences  of  a  departure 
from  right."    (3  Jefferson's  Works,  101.) 

He  never,  however,  as  we  have  seen,  reached  America,  dying  on  his  way  over. 

iMief  siveD  to  hto  beira.  5  1C7.  The  claim  of  Deane's  lieirs  for  compensa- 
tion wjw  brought  before  Congress  in  1840  by  a 
petition,  which  \ra8  reporte<l  on  February  17, 1841,  by  tbe  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Revolutionary  Claims,  favorably  to  the  petitioners.  The  re- 
lK>rt  confines  itself  to  tbe  que^stiou  of  Mr.  Deane's  accounts  at  the  close 
of  bis  mission  and  does  not  toucb  his  subsequent  conduct  The  same 
line  is  pursued  in  a  report  by  tbe  Senate  Committee  on  Bevolutionary 
Claims  on  February  3, 1842,  an<l  by  the  Ilouse  committee  on  the  same 
subject  on  July  27, 1842.    On  this  bima  tbe  relief  asked  for  was,  in  a 

modified  shape,  granted. 
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CHAPTER  XIV. 

DANJ,  CARMICHAEL,  LAURENS. 

D«n«ii  early  conjn^ssionai         §  iQS.  Fraucis Daiia was  bom  in  Gharl<i6towD, 

MassachusettB,  in  June,  1743,  and  after  grada- 
ating  at  Harvard  College  was  admitted  to  the  bar  in  1767.  He  early 
took  a  part  on  the  patriot  side  in  the  contest  with  England,  and  in  1774 
opposed  with  vigor  a  resolution  of  compliinent  toGovernor Hutchinson 
when  leaving  Boston  for  England.  In  1774  he  was  elected'to  the  first 
provincial  congress  of  Massachnsetts,  and  after  a  short  visit  to  Eng- 
land, for  the  pur])Ose  of  obtaining  information  as  to  the  British  temper 
towards  America,  he  returned  to  the  United  States,  reporting  that  there 
was  no  hope  of  satisfactory  concessions.  He  was  sent  on  his  retnru  to 
the  Congresses  of  1776  and  of  1778,  in  which  bodies  he  a(*.ted  in  the 
main  with  iSamuel  Adams, '^  in  whom  he  imposed  peculiar  confldoDce, 
and  whose  distinctive  political  views  he  then  shared.  In  the  critical 
session  at  York,  Pennsylvania,  when  Washiugton  was  at  Valley  Forge, 
he  acted,  as  we  have  seen,  with  those  wlio  strove  to  restrict  Washing- 
ton's authority.  To  John  Adams  he  felt  himself  so  strongly  bound, 
that  he  accepted,  in  September,  1779,  the  appointment  of  secretary  to  the 
commission  on  which  Adams  was  then  appointed  to  negotiate  for  peace 
with  Britain.  On  November  13,  1779,  both  minister  and  secretary 
sailed  for  Europe,  and  landed  at  Ferrol,  Spain,  in  time  to  reach  Paris 
early  in  February,  1780.  There,  however,  they  had  nothing  to  do. 
They  could  not,  under  tiicir  instruction?,  negotiate  with  Britain  with- 
out the  assent  of  France,  and  tliey  could  do  nothing  in  the  way  of  nego- 
tiating in  Paris,  since  Yergennes  had  declined,  in  consequence  of  a  dif- 
ficulty already  noticed,  to  correspond  with  Adams.  With  the  exception 
of  a  brief  visit  to  Amsterdam  in  company  with  Adams,  on  a  commis- 
sion to  raise  money  in  Holhmd,  Dana  remained  without  employment 
until  March,  1781,  when  ho  received  a  commission  to  proceed  as  minis- 
ter to  Russia. 

Mission  to  Russia.        §  jQQ^  jj^]  jy^^xw^  bccu  scut  to  Paris  Jis  Secretary  to  the 

legation,  making  a  suitable  provision  for  William  Tem- 
ple Franklin  as  under  secretary,  the  public  interests  would  have  been 
subserved  and  the  amount  of  labor  imposed  on  Franklin  properly 
diminished.     But  Congress,  under  the  wild  notion  already  commented 


•  Soo  supra,  ^  11,  as  to  Dau\C%  co\xt%«^<iu\»\i^^''^^^^^  Xjaiwsw^, 
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on,*  that  money  could  be  got  by  bending  ministers  to  ask  for  it  wherever 
there  was  a  foreign  court,  sent  him  first  to  Amsterdam  to  assist  Adams 
on  an  abortive  expedition  of  this  character,  and  then  to  Eussia  to  make 
the  same  attempt  by  himself.  It  is  true  that,  as  his  letters  show,  he 
was  convinced  of  the  propriety  and  patriotism  of  the  procedure.  His 
attachments  to  both  Samuel  and  John  Adnms  were  strong;  he  imbibed, 
with  the  policy  adopted  by  both  of  an  unsophisticated  revolutionary 
diplomacy,  the  distrust  felt  by  the  latter  for  France;  and  there  is  no 
reason  to  believe  that  during  his  long  residence  abroad  he  ever  changed 
this  opinion.  It  is  true  that  his  position  in  St.  Petersburg  was  one 
not  only  of  helpless  iuivction,  but  of  humiliation.  This  was  not  for 
want  of  an  extended  field,  could  he  have  entered  on  it.  St.  Petersburg 
was  then  the  center  of  neutral  diplomatic  action,  and  on  the  conclusions 
of  the  empress  the  future  politics  of  the  world  largely  depended.^  Her 
audacious  [K>litical  genius,  joined  as  it  was  to  equally  audacious  domes- 
tic licentiousness,  gave  those  admitted  to  court  secrets  not  merely 
great  opportunities  for  political  intrigue,  but  themes  for  discussion  as 
sensational  as  they  were  momentous.  But  hero  Dana  remained  in  the 
city  unknowing  and  unknown.  His  position  was  one  of  the  most  morti- 
fying isolation.  With  the  English  of  course  he  could  have  no  inter- 
course, for,  as  appears  from  the  Malmesbury  papers,  they  studiously 
ignored  his  existence.  Very  few  of  his  own  countrymen  crossed  his 
path,  and  one  of  them,  that  anomalous  character  Stephen  Sayro,t  if  he 
still  remained  there,  he  must  heartily  have  wished  away.  Yerac,  the 
French  minister,  was  a  man  of  great  amiability,  whose  interests,  as 
well  as  those  of  France,  all  tended  to  lead  him  to  obtain  as  many 
allies  for  America  as  he  could,  but  Yerac  could  not  speak  English  nor 
Dana  French;  they  could  not  converse,  and  when  Yerac  wrote  letter 
after  letter  to  advise  delay  in  pressing  for  recognition  until  a  favorable 
answer  could  be  looked  for,  Dana,  after  he  succeeded  in  translating 
them,  thought  they  indicated  no  stron.^  desire  on  the  part  of  Yerac  that 
the  recognition  should  be  granted.  Dana,  it  is  true,  wrote  from  time 
to  time,  in  English,  stately  letters  to  Eussian  nominal  officials,  in  which 
b©  asked  to  be  received  by  the  empress,  whose  political  ability,  as  well 
as  whose  virtues,  he  declared  were  highly  esteemed  in  the  United 
States,  but  to  these  letters  the  only  answers  he  received  were,  as  we 
have  8een,§  rebuflfs  or  evasions. 

As  to  Dana's  allegation,  in  a  letter  to  Adams  of  October  18,  1782, 
that  France  sought  to  prevent  the  acknowledgment  of  the  United  States 
by  foreign  powers,  Sparks,  in  a  manuscript  note  in  Harvard  Collection, 
volume  32,  says: 

"This  Dotiou  is  certainly  au  error.  In  the  secret  conycntion  between  France  and 
Spain  dated  April  12,  1779,  Franco  pressed  it  upon  Spain  to  acknowledge  the  inde- 
pendence of  the  United  States,  which  the  latter  declined.    This  was  the  only  power 

•  Supra,  J  J  IG,  106.  t  See  eupra,  i  92.  tin/ra,  %  V^^.         ^S\ivwa,  <^  'y^. 
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on  >?liich  Francocoulil  oxort  any  influonco  to  that  end."  The  French  miniateni  "  knew 
fnll  ^vuIl  that  no  snch  reception  could  take  place  till  the  war  ended,  and  ihej  wmlj 
advised  the  American  miuiators  not  to  insist  on  it,  as  they  could  only  meet  with  a 
refusal. '' 

According  to  a  iioto  of  Luzcriio,  given  by  Sparks  in  volume  78  of  tho 
Harvaril  MSS.,  Yemc,  tbe  Froucb  minister  at  St.  Peterspurg,  advised 
Dana  not  to  force  bis  credentials  on  Russia,  because  ''  M.  Dana  Pauroit 
iniiuauquablement  com proinis.''  ^*  If  we  perceived  in  Russia,^  tbis  note 
goes  on  to  say,  '<  any  tendency  to  consider  and  treat  tlie  Americans  as 
independent,  it  is  natural  to  suppose  tbat  we  sbould  zealously  concur 
in  sucb  a  movement." 

Even  after  tbe  preliminary  articles  were  signed  be  was  told  tbat  he 
would  not  be  received  unless  be  produced  a  new  commission,  as  tbe  Em- 
press could  not  accept  a  communicsition  issued  by  tbe  Colonies  wben 
in  a  stiite  of  insurrection ;  and  wben  tbis  pretext  was  given  up  he  was 
informed  tbat  it  was  ^^Lent,"  wben  Oatberine  did  not  attend  to  secular 
ailairs;  and  again,  tbat  be  must  wait  until  tbe  signature  of  a  definite 
peace.  Had  be,  or  tbose  wbo  forced  bim  on  St.  Petersburg,  been  aware 
tbat  it  was  tbe  peculiar  ambition  of  Catberine  to  build  up  her  carryiug 
trade  by  tbe  vigilant  assertion  of  ber  neutral  rigbts,  wbicb  sbe  would 
bave  subjected  to  forfeiture  bad  sbe  lent  money  to  tbe  United  States 
or  even  recognized  tbem,  it  would  bave  been  understood  tbat  tbere  was 
a  rcasou  for  bis  repulse  aside  from  Oatbariue's  natural  aversion  to  revo* . 
lutions.  But  of  tbese  conditions  be  wsis  apparently  ignorant.  His  dis- 
patcbes  tberefore,  bcrcalter  given,  present  only  sucb  views  of  Russia  as 
a  mere  outsider  would  be  likely  to  take.  He  prepared,  it  is  true,  an  elabo- 
rate scbenie  of  a  commercial  treaty  witb  Russia,  wbicb  was  never  pre- 
sented, as  be  noverwas  received  in  a  positiou  in  wbicb  sucb  a  preseu- 
tatiou could  be  made;  for,  even  wben  it  seemed  probable  tbat  be  might 
be  received,  be  was  appalled  at  tbe  enormous  expenses  wbicb  be  was 
told  sucb  a  reception  would  impose  ou  bim.  It  was  about  tbis  time 
Congress  determined  ou  bis  recall.* 

Danftn  viowB  aftor  tho        §  i7().  After  tlic  pcaco,  Daua's  views,  like  tbose 

of  Jobn  Adams,  underwent  au  essential  modifica- 
tion,t  and  be  became  convinced  that  it  was  necessary  to  tbe  welfare  of 
tbe  country  tbat  a  government  sbould  be  organized  in  wbicb  tbe  judici- 
ary and  tbe  executive  sbould  bo  coordinate  witb  tbe  legislature.  Ha 
was  elected  to  Congress  in  1784,  and  gave  bis  support  to  tbe  depart- 
ment system,  wbicb  be  bail  previously  opposed.  On  January  18,  1785^ 
be  was  appointed  to  tbe  supreme  court  of  Massachusetts  by  Governor" 

*  Soo  supra,  $  4,  for  viowH  of  Ilaiiiiltou  :iiul  MadiBou  ns  to  bis  mission  ;  aud  ace  in- 
dex,  titles  Daua,  Russia. 

For  a  notice  of  Franc  is  Dana  by  R.  II.  Dana,  see  I  Pcun.  Mag.  of  History,  etc., 
86  J^.  As  to  Dana's  concnrronce  with  Adams  in  tlie  rebuking  letters  to  Yergei^uea  iu 
July,  1780,  see  supra,  $  15. 

I  See  8upra,  $  4. 
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Hancock,  and  he  was  one  of  tlie  majority  of  the  Massachusetts  State  / 
convention  which  ratified  the  Federal  Constitution.  In  his  reaction 
from  the  extreme  school  of  New  England  politics  to  which  he  at  first 
attached  himself  he  may  have  swung  a  little  too  far  in  the  opposite  di- 
rection, for  in  his  later  days  he  seemed  to  doubt  whether  tiie  Constitu-, 
tion  of  the  United  States  was  a  sufficient  safeguard  against  democratic 
ini^oads.  But  in  his  own  State  his  services  were  eminent.  lie  was  ap- 
pointed chief-justice  in  November,  1791,  which  i)ost  he  resigned,  on 
account  of  ill  health,  in  1806.  He  died  in  J811,  leaving  the  character 
of  a  "typical  representative  of  the  feudal  gentry  of  New  England,  who 
looked  upon  themselves  as  the  guardians  of  the  people,  and  sought  to 
preserve  distinction  of  birth  and  station,"*  having  gradually  assumed 
a  position  widely  apart  from  the  inexorable  doctrinaire  democracy  of 
Samuel  Adams,  his  early  chief.  Dana  left  a  son,  Eichard  11.  Dana, 
eminent  as  a  poet.  His  grandson,  Bichard  H.  Dana,  was  distinguished 
both  in  literature  and  law,  and  is  received  as  high  authority  in  interna- 
tional  law  as  an  editor  of  Wheatou's  great  treatise. 

CarmiobMi's  dipiomaiio        §  171.  «c  William  Carmichacl  was  a  native  of  Mary- 

land.  At  the  beginning  of  the  Revolution  he  was  in 
Europe.  From  London  he  went  over  to  Paris  in  the  spring  of  the  year 
1770,  and  was  there  when  Silas  Deane  arrived  as  a  commercial  and 
political  agent  from  the  United  States.  He  lived  with  Mr.  Deane  for 
some  time  in  Paris,  and  aided  him  in  his  correspondence  and  the  trans- 
action of  his  afiairs.  It  was  suggested  by  the  Prussian  minister  that 
the  king  would  be  pleased  with  information  respecting  American  com- 
merce, and  would  receive  at  Berlin  any  American  who  could  give  such 
information.  Mr.  Deane  proposed  the  enterprise  to  Mr.  Garmichael.  • 
He  performed  the  journey  in  the  autumn  of  1776,  by  way  of  Ams- 
terdam. 

«<From  Berlin  he  returned  to  Paris,  where  he  lived  on  intimate  terms 
with  the  American  commissioners,  occasionally  executing  specific  duties 
at  their  request  for  more  than  a  year,  till  he  sailed  for  his  native  coun- 
try. He  arrived  at  Boston  in  May,  1778,  and  soon  afterwards  received  ' 
an  appointment,  which  had  recently  been  conferred  on  him  by  Congress, 
as  secretary  to  the  commissioners  at  the  court  of  France.  It  does  not 
appear  that  he  ever  accepted  this  appointment,  for  on  the  19th  of  No- 
vember following  he  took  his  seat  in  Congress  as  a  delegate  from  Mary- 
land. 

'^Mr.  Garmichael  remained  inCongress  till  Mr.  Jay  was  elected  minister 
plenipotentiary  to  the  court  of  Spain.  He  was  chosen  secretary  of  lega- 
tion to  the  same  mission  on  the  28th  of  September,  1779,  and  went  to 
Spain  in  company  with  Mr.  Jay,  and  remained  with  him  during  the 
whole  of  that  minister's  residence  in  Madrid.    When  Mr.  Jay  joined 


*  8oo  Appletou's  Cyclop,  of  Biography,  title  Dana. 
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Dr.  Frankliu  iu  Paris,  June,  1782,  to  aid  in  tho  nogotiatious  of  peaoe, 
Mr.  Oarmichael  was  left  as  cbarg6  d'affaires  at  tlie  court  of  Spaio. 
After  the  peace  he  was  regularly  commissioned  iu  that  character  by 
Congress,  and  recognized  as  such  by  the  king  of  Spain. 

<<  He  continued  to  reside  there  in  the  same  capacity  during  the  term  of 
the  old  Confederation,  and  for  some  time  after  the  organizaUou  of  the 
new  government  under  Washington.  In  the  year  17!)3  [L79JT]  Mr. 
Short  was  joined  with  him  in  a  commission  for  negotiating  at  Madrid 
a  treaty  between  Spain  and  the  United  States.  Several  months  were 
passed  in  this  attempt,  but  without  success.  Mr.  Carmichael  returned 
soon  afterwards  to  the  United  States."*    He  died  in  1795. 

CarmichaePs  dispatches  will  be  found  at  large  iu  the  following  vol- 
umes. He  seems  to  have  distrusticd  Deane,  and  when  in  Congress  was 
appealed  to  as  having  expressed  this  distrust.  With  Arthur  Lee  Ids 
relations  were  far  from  friendly,  and  against  him  Arthur  Lee  sent  to 
Congress  divers  complaints.  With  Franklin  his  relations  were  those 
of  peculiar  confidence,  t 

Of  Carmichael,  Jefferson,  in  a  letter  from  Paris  to  Monroe,  of  Janu- 
ary 27, 1781),  writes : 

'  With  him  I  am  noacquaiiited  personaUjr,  but  he  stands  on  advantageous  grounds 
in  the  opinion  of  Europe,  and  most  especially  in  Spaio.  Every  person  whom  I  see 
from  thence  speaks  of  him  with  groat  estoem.  I  m-mtion  this  for  your  private  satis- 
faction, as  he  seemed  to  be  little  known  in  Congress."  (I  Jefferson's  Works,  by 
Wushingtou,  526.    See  also  2  id.^  107.) 

Henry  Lmirenn' dipiomatio      §  172,  Houry  Laurciis  wiis  boru  in  Charleston, 

Appointment.  '  •^  ' 

South  Carolina,  in  1724,  of  Huguenot  lineage.  He 
began  his  business  career  svs  a  clerk  in  a  counting  house  in  Charles 
ton,  and  then,  after  a  short  experience,  beciime,  iu  1740,  a  clerk  in  a 
Loudon  house,  in  which  ])osition  he  remained  several  years,  and  made 
numerous  acquaintances,  laying  also  the  foundation  of  his  fortune  by 
independent  speculation.  JReturning  to  Charleston,  he  took  a  leading 
position  as  a  merchant,  amassing  a  considerable  estate,  a  portion  of 
which  he  invested  in  England.  His  interest  in  shipping  brought  him 
into  several  controversies  with  the  British  admiralty  court,  sitting  at 
Charleslon,  and  in  the  publications  he  made  relative  thereto  ho  showed 
wit,  zeal,  and  skill.  His  attachment  to  England  wiis  strong,  and  serving 
as  lieutenant-colonel  in  17G1,  under  General  Grant,  he  took  ground  with 
thatofliccr  in  disputes  in  which  he  was  involved  with  other  American 
subordinates.  In  17G5  he  sustained  the  constitutionality  of  the  stamp 
net,  and  was  at  that  period  much  opposed  to  forcible  resistance  to 
British  authority.  Visiting  England  in  1771,  he  remained  there  and 
on  the  Continent  of  Europe  more  than  three  years,  making  judicious  in- 
vestments in  foreign  funds,  and  sui)erintending  the  education  of  his 
children.    In  1775,  having  returned  to  Charleston,  he  was  a  member  of 

•6  Spark's  Dip.  Rev.  Cort.,*i,  \^>^\\A^x,\:\>\^^^\\B\Oa»ftV¥t«Luklln. 
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the  first  proviuoial  council  of  South  Carolina.  Tbe  annonncoinout  of 
the  Declaration  of  Independouce  ho  heard,  so  ho  tells  as,  with  pain, 
but  lie  afterwards  ncquicsced  in  it,  and,  on  his  election  to  Congress, 
where  he  took  his  scat  on  July  22,  177G,  he  gave  the  principle  of  iude- 
])endence  his  support  He  agree<l  with  Franklin  and  Morris  iis  to  the 
im[>olicy  of  issuing  paper  money  without  a  pledge  of  mlequate  taxation 
to  secure  it;  and,  not  merely  because  he  was  opposed  to  issuing  paper 
without  the  certain  means  of  redeeming  it,  but  because  he  distrusted 
France,  he  was  opposed  to  drawing  and  putting  in  circulation  bills  on 
France  until  assure<l  that  they  would  be  ])aid.* 

On  November  1, 1777,  he  was  elected  President  of  Congress,  and 
became  on  several  occasions,  tis  we  will  hereafter  see,  its  organ  in  con- 
ducting its  diplomatic  correspondence.  On  December  1, 1778,  he  re- 
signed as  President,  and  his  business  affairs  becoming  deranged,  and 
hisiK>sition  in  Congress  becoming  one  of  dilliculty  for  reasons  to  b J 
presently  noticed,  he  sought,  as  the  papers  of  the  day  tell  us,  a  foreign 
apiK>intment;  and  in  October,  1779,  he  was  elected  minister  to  The 
Netherlands,  with  instructions  to  negotiate  a  treaty  with  that  country, 
and  if  ]>os8ible  to  obtain  there  a  loan.  lie  took  passage  at  Philadel- 
phia on  August  13,  in  a  small  packet  boat  called  the  Mercurj/y  under 
the  convoy  of  the  sloopof-war  Saratoga^  which,  however,  live  days  after 
they  were  at  sea,  returned  to  port.  On  September  3.  the  Mercury  was 
chased  and  finally  seized  by  the  British  cruiser  VesiaL  According 
to  Laurens'  statement,  in  a  letter  hereafter  given  under  date  of  Sep- 
tember 14, 1780,  ^^  certain  papers,  among  which  were  all  those  delivered 
to  me  by  Mr.  Lovell  and  the  board  of  a<lmiralty,  fell  into  Captain  Eep- 
Iicl's  hands.  These  papers  had  been  inclosed  in  a  bag,  accompanied 
by  a  re^isonable  weight  of  iron  shot,  and  thrown  overboard,  but  the 
weight  proved  insufficient  for  the  purpose  intended.!     •     •     •     i 


*  Soe  his  letter  of  Sept.  10,  1777,  giving  his  rcasous,  iu  2  Qibbes'  Doc.  Hist.  Rev., 
63.  In  this  letter  he  states  that  the  vote  against  him  was  21  to  5  ;  " « 'ol.  UarrisoOf 
Mr.  John  Ailams,  W.  Duane,  W.  Middletou,  and  Mr.  Lanron^i,  nays.''  "The enemies 
near  each  other,  and  within  thirty  miles  of  this  city ;"  which  may  account  for  the 
adoption  of  so  strong  a  measure. 

tin  a  narrative  published  by  Laurens  after  his  return  a  somewhat  difTereut  account 
is  given.  "Before  my  embarkation  I  applied  to  a  memlier  of  the  committee  for 
foreign  affairs  for  a  copy  of  a  sketch  of  a  treaty  project'ed  by  Mynheer  Vanberkcl,  of 
Amsterdam,  and  Mr.  William  Leo,  in  the  service  of  Congress,  as  a  foundation  for 
what  might  be  a  proper  treaty  between  the  United  Provinces  and  the  United  States 
when  the  independence  of  the  latter  should  be  established.  The  gentleman  replied 
'you  may  take  the  original,  it  has  never  been  read  in  Congress,  and  is  a  paper  of  oo 
authority.'  He  gave  me  the  original.  I  threw  it  into  a  trunk  of  papers,  chiefly 
waste,  intending  to  garble  the  whole  at  sea,  and  preserve  the  few  which  I  should  think 
worth  saving.  This  unauthentic  paper — the  project-eventual  of  two  gentlemen  in 
their  private  capacities— was  made  by  Great  Ikitain  the  foundation  of  a  war  with  the 
United  Provinces.  ♦  •  •  Such  papers  as  were  thought  to  be  of  importanoe,  on 
l>oardtho  Mercury ^  were  thrown  overboard  or  burned  ;  but  tU<N  tr\\\\V^^^\v«RkV£«^^^^^\:^ 
above  mentioned  rciij;iffjod.     My  secretary,  Major  M.OH«>«\o\\\\ig^,  ^vaVa^  wx^'^'VcaXV^ 
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sbould  be  wauling  iii  justice,  and  indeed  deficient  in  comsion  gratjiode, 
were  I  to  omit  an  acknowledgment  of  Captain  Keppel'^  kindneas  to 
myselt'  and  to  everybody  captured  in  the  Mercury.  Captain  Pickles' 
conduct  while  he  had  command  of  that  vessel  was  i>erfcct1y  satisfactoiy 
to  uio." 

It  was  not  strange,  in  view  of  the  fiict  that  the  disclosure  of  the  pai>en 
thus  seized  led  to  an  almost  immediate  declaration  of  war  by  BritaiD 
against  The  Netherlands  and  by  the  seizure  by  British  cruisers  of  all 
Dutch  merchantmen  which  could  be  found,  that  the  circumstances  of 
this  seizure  should  have  been  closely  scrutinized.  No  disclosure  of  this 
kind  perhaps  ever  had  such  momentous  consequences.  To  the  British 
ministry  the  papers  appeared  to  show  that  the  Dutch  Government  was 
preparing  to  join  France  and  Spain  as  soon  as  its  navy  was  in  pro|)er 
trim  and  its  merchantmen  uotified  of  the  danger  imi)endiug.  Ilad  such 
a  union  been  effected  the  Dutch  navy,  added  to  the  French  and  Spanish, 
would  have  given  the  allies  a  decided  naval  superiority.  Believing,  or 
claiming  to  believe,  that  this  danger  was  imminent,  Britain  anticipated 
it  not  merely  by  blockading  Dutch  ports  and  preventing  the  Dutch 
navy  from  going  to  sea,  but  by  filling  the  coffers  of  British  cruisers  by 
the  enormous  prize  money  collected  by  the  seizure  of  Dutch  inerohaut- 
men.  Under  the  shock  of  results  so  disastrous  to  the  allies  they  natu- 
rally examined  with  not  very  friendly  eyes  Laurens'  course  at  tlie  time 
of  his  capture.  Ilis  English  attachments,  it  was  said,  had  been  well 
known  prior  to  his  sailing,  and  may  perhaps  have  prevented  him  from 
availing  himself  of  a  French  man-of-war  or  a  French  convoy,  as  he  might 
have  done,  instead  of  taking  a  mere  brigautine  and  in  it  venturing  on 
waters  so  frequented  by  British  cruisers  as  were  those  of  Newfoundland. 
This  criticism,  however,  hod  no  just  ground  or  foundation,  since  Lau- 
rens when  he  sailed  hod  the  convoy  of  an  American  sloop-ofwar,  and 
it  was  through  a  disobedience  of  orders  for  which  he  was  not  responsi- 
ble that  he  was  not  accompanied  by  two  Americ<au  frigates,  who  would 
have  given  him  ample  protection.  It  is  not  so  easy,  however,  to  acquit 
him  of  negligence  in  not  destroying  the  draft-treaty.  By  his  first  state- 
ment all  his  papers  were  thrown  overboard  together  and  seized  by  the 


\ 


Bbonld  do  with  ilicin.  I  replied,  'Tliey  may  remain  whcro  thoy  are  ;  thoy  are  of  no 
cooseqnciico/  Bnt  recollecting  there  were  private  papers  among  them,  aud  being 
urged,  I  consented  they  shonhl  also  be  thrown  overboard.  This  was  done  in  some 
confusion,  the  papers  being  put  in  along  has:  And  twenty  or  twenty-five  pounds 
weight  of  shot  upon  them.  The  air  in  the  long  bag  buoyed  up  Just  the  mouth  of  it. 
The  people  on  board  the  frigate  instantly  perceived  aud  hooked  it  np.  These  were 
Mr.  Laurens'  papers,  so  much  talked  of  throughout  Europe,  for  arranging  of  which 
the  British  ministry  gave  Mr.  Galloway,  according  to  report,  £500  sterling,  and  were 
at  farther  expense  to  biiul  in  rough  calf,  gild,  and  letter  them  in  eighteen  folio  vol- 
umes, and  afterwards  returned  the  whole  to  Mr.  Laurens  again.'' 

The  narrative  referred  to  above  is  in  vol.  1,  of  tlio  Collections  of  the  South  Carolina 
Historical  Society,  18  ff.      In  Id  Magazine  of  American  History,  I  (July,  1887),  is  given 
Af J  abstract  of  this  uarratlvo.    h\\  accouuVi  ol  Yi^vnt^viv?  ^^v^>itA  \« ^iven  in  tbo  London 
Annml  Rcg'iBior  for  1780,  329. 
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British.  By  his  secoud  statement  it  was  only  papers  which  he  thought 
were  of  no  consequence  that  were  thus  captured.  Taking  either  stite- 
ment,  however,  he  had  ample  opportunity  to  destroy  this  paper,  and  it 
is  not  strange  that  the  French  and  Dutch  Governments  were  not  satis- 
fied with  his  excuse  given  in  his  second  statement,  that  he  did  not 
consider  the  paper  to  be  important.  His  laudations  of  the  officers 
of  the  Vestal  were  also  criticised,  and  taking  them  in  connectiou 
with  the  confused,  contra<]ictory,  nnd  sometimes  compromising  let- 
ters writteu  by  him  in  the  Tower,  to  bo  noticed  in  the  next  section, 
exposed  him  to  jutit  censure.  Of  disloyalty  ho  can  not  be  justly  accused. 
But  that  he  was  deficient,  in  critical  moments,  both  in  sagacity  and  in  - 
resolution  several  incidents  of  his  life  show.  When  in  Congress  he  per- 
mitted himself  to  write  letters  att<acking  the  revolutionary  machinery, 
which,  intercepted  by  the  British  and  published,  were  not  without  mis- 
chievous results.*  Carried  away  by  the  Saratoga  victory  he  for  a  time 
attsiched  himself  personally  to  Gates,  while  he  not  unnaturally  strove  i 
to  concentrate  political  power  in  Congress,  of  which  he  was  at  the  time 
president,  yet  he  did  not  show  the  persistency  in  this  line  displayed 
by  the  ^'Lees  and  Adamses,"  and  under  the  influence  it  may  be  of  his 
gallant  son  he  sought,  when  the  movement  against  Washington  failed, 
to  bring  Gates,  as  we  have  seen,  once  more  in  friendly  relations  to  Wash- 
ington. Of  his  course  in  the  Tower  we  will  speak  in  the  next  section, 
but  it  uiay  be  here  said  that  on  referring  to  his  letters  when  thus  im- 
prisoned t  it  will  be  noticed  what  contradictory  statements  came  fvom 
him  as  to  the  treatment  he  there  received  and  as  to  the  aid  which  came 
to  him  from  his  friends.  Tlie  same  irresolution  was  exhibited  by  him 
when  released  and  when  the  question  of  his  assuming  the  position  of 

*  Ueory  Lanrans'  "iiitorccpted"  letter  of  Aug.  27,  1778,  in  wbicb  ho  rorera  (or  is 
alleged  to  refer)  to  the  **  acenes  of  venality,  peciilatiou,  and  fraud  **  in  Cougroas,  is 
given  iu  tlio  Liondon  Cbrouicio  for  1778,  I,  573. 

The  satiie  kiud  of  attack  ou  Congress  is  repeated  in  a  diary  which  appears  to  have 
beou  kept  by  him  when  iu  the  Tower.  Charges  of  this  kind  coming  from  him  were 
eagerly  caught  up  by  the  mioistry  as  proof  of  the  hoMowness  of  the  American  cause. 

Laurens'  high  sense  of  the  prerogatives  of  Congress  and  of  his  dignity  as  President 
may  havo  been  the  cause  of  some  of  the  diflUculties  which  attended  his  presidency. 
If  things  did  not  go  as  he  liked  he  did  not  hesitate  to  express  his  disapproval  iu  terms  ' 
not  very  decorous,  which,  when  xuibHsbcd,  as  iu  the  case  of  the  intercepted  letters, 
involved  him  iu  serious  difficulties  with  one  of  the  parties  attacked.  Ilis  treatment 
of  Charles  Thomson,  secretary  of  Congress,  ono  of  the  pnrcHt  and  most  patriotic  of 
men,  was  peculiarly  outrageous  (see  full  details  given  in  ThoniHon's  letter  of  Septem- 
ber 6,  1779,  published  in  6  Potter's  Am.  Monthly,  204).  It  was  said  to  be  ono  of  the 
results  of  irritated  feeling  arising  from  this  and  other  incidents  that  there  was  no 
vote  of  thanks  passed  to  him  on  his  resignation  as  President.  But  Lanreus'  resig- 
nation, which  was  put  on  the  ground  of  ill-health,  was  oflured  ou  December  12, 1777. . 

Iu  a  letter  of  April  4,  1771),  to  Governor  Caswell,  of  North  Carolina,  Laurens  de- 
fends himself  from  the  charges  of  the  North  Carolina  delegates  in  Congress. 

t  See  index,  title   H.  Laurens'  Papers,  in  vol.  1  of  the  Collection  of  the  Sou^tb. 
Carolina  Historical  Society,  18  Mag.  of  Amer.  Hialory,!',  ij^Ti^'l\QQt^^l&»Jws>»^^^'^ 
Historj,  Bnt  Beriea. 
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peace  coininissioncr  came  up.  Whether  he  would  act  or  uot ;  what  was 
his  i)ositioii  sis  to  negotiating  apart  from  France;  what  was  his  precise 
attitude  as  to  the  fisheries ;  why,  after  peace,  he  should  have  remained 
abroad  for  three  years,  are  questions  as  to  which  in  his  correspondence 
this  same  irresolnteuess  is  displayed.  If  the  letters  of  Beujamiu  Vaagbau 
in  the  Lansdowne  collection  are  to  be  relied  on,  Laurens  was  ready  after 
his  release  and  exchange  to  enter  into  peace  negotiations  in  London  apart 
from  Franklin  and  Jay,  and  that  he  was  deterred  from  this  course  by 
Adams'  refusal  to  act  with  him.  But  be  this  as  it  may,  the  influence 
he  exerted  in  the  formation  of  the  treaty  was  but  slight,  and  his  attitude 
as  to  tlie  mode  of  its  negotiation  and  as  to  its  leading  provisions,  so 
uncertain  as  to  deprive  his  course  in  respect  to  it  of  political  weight 
He  died  at  Charleston  on  December  8, 1702.* 

A  pamphlet  controversy  arose  iu  1782-83  betwcou  Henry  Laurens  and  Eclniuad  Jen- 
ingb  as  to  certain  anonymous  letters  sent  to  the  commissioners  for  the  apparent  par- 
poseofsowingdis8eusion,wliicb  Laurens  chargodJenings  with  writing.  A  copy  of  Lao- 
leas'  pamphlet  is  in  the  Congressional  Library,  and  is  elsewhere  noticed,  and  be  bases 
the  charge  on  Jeuings'  snspicious  conduct  in  other  matters  and  on  semi-adniissioos. 
In  reply  to  Laurens  Jeutugs  published  "a  full  manifestation  of  what  Mr.  Henry  Lan- 
rons  falsely  denominates  candor  in  himself  and  trick  in  Mr.  Edmund  Jcnlngs,"  Lon- 
don, 1783.  A  copy  of  this  pamphlet  is  in  the  library  of  the  Historical  Society  at  Phil- 
adelphia. It  contains  eighty  pages  of  text,  and  is  of  little  historical  interest,  ihcee- 
fourths  of  it  being  occupied  with  the  writer's  answer  to  the  chutgo  of  endeavoring  to 
sow  dissensions  between  the  American  commissioners  by  an  anonymous  letter.  He 
states  that  the  post  of  secretary  to  the  commisHioncra  was  not,  as  Laurens  charges, 
sought  by  him,  but  that  tlie  nomination  came  from  the  unsolicited  suggestion  of 
Adams. 

ni8  courM  In  iho  Tower.         §  173.  As  to  Ilcnry  Laureiis' coiirsc  iu  the  Tower 

there  hivs  been  some  uncertainty.  Ho  was  un- 
doubtedly, through  the  privations  to  wiiich  ho  had  been  subjected,  in 
such  a  weak  stiite  of  lunilth,  nervous  and  physical,  as  uot  to  bo  resi>ou- 
sible  lor  stsitenicnts  imputed  to  him,  even  supposing  they  were  made 
by  him.  Wo  do  not  know  what  was  told  him,  or  how  his  mind  was 
afiected  by  what  he  thus  heard,  or  how  accurately  remarks  he  is  said 
to  have  made  were  reported.  Statements  su})posed  to  have  emanated 
from  him  as  to  tlie  brutality  of  his  treatment  were  contr<adicled  by  other 
statements  to  whicli  his  name  wi\s  subscribed;  and  his  complaints  that 
he  was  neglected  by  his  countrymen,  and  especially  by  Franklin,  are 
met  by  letters  from  Franklin  to  Cooper  of  November  7, 1780,  and  from 
Franklin  to  Hodgson  of  November  19,  1781,  showing  that  Franklin  hsid 
interposed  in  his  behalf,  and  had  for\yarded  money  for  his  relief.  It 
was  further  alleged  that  when  in  the  Tower  he  wrote  a  letter  to  the 
speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons,  claiming  indulgence,  not  as  an 
American  envoy,  but  as  a  former  British  subject,  who,  when  President 

*  Letters  of  both  llonry  and  John  Laurens,  with  a  memoir  by  W.  GilmoreSimms 
of  John  Laureos,  are  given  in  the  seventh  volume  of  the  publications  of  the  Bradford 
Club,  Now  York,  1867. 
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of  Congress,  bad  been  recognized  as  such  by  the  British  peace  commis- 
sioners, and  who  hiul  been  particahirly  kind  to  *'  loyalists  and  quietists" 
as  well  as  to  British  prisoners.  This  letter  was  the  subject  of  animated 
discussion  in  Congress  on  September  19, 1782,*  but  ita  publication  was 
not  considered  by  a  majority  of  Congress  to  afford  ground  for  his  re- 
call  from  the  i>eace  commission,  to  which  he  had  been  previously  ap- 
pointed. And  there  may  be  now  a  general  acquiescence  in  Rives'  sum- 
mary of  this  painful  controversy,  that  Laurens'  subsequent  course 
^^atoned,  in  Mr.  Madison's  estimation,  for  this  momentary  departure 
from  the  elevated  bearing  of  an  American  representative ;  the  unhappy 
effect,  doubtless,  of  a  long  and  debilitating  confinement,  and  the  de- 
rangement of  health,  mental  and  bodily,  which  it  superinduced."  t  Nor 
was  there  anything  clau'lcstine  about  this  letter,  or  anything  promis- 
ing a  change  of  allegiance,  such  as  there  was  in  the  letters  sent  by 
some  of  the  ministers  of  William  III  to  the  court  of  St.  Germain. 
Laurens'  letter  was  sent  to  the  House  of  Commons  for  publication,  and 
was  afterwards  referred  to  by  him  without  any  appearance  on  his  part 
of  regarding  it  as  showing  a  spirit  disloyal  to  the  United  States.  It 
was  not  meant  by  him  to  be  such.  It  was  not  the  letter  of  a  hero;  but 
he  was  at  the  time  a  very  sick  man;  the  condition  of  affairs,  with  the 
little  information  he  then  had,  mny  have  seemed  to  him  desperate;  and 
while  not  forsaking  the  cause,  apparently  lost,  he  may  bo  excused  for 
pleading,  in  his  sick  and  solitary  imprisonment,  his  prior  good  relations 
with  England  as  a  ground  for  relief. 

As  to  Laurens'  treatment  in  the  Tower  the  following,  from  the  Lon- 
don Annual  Register  of  1782,  148  jfT.,  may  be  of  interest: 

"  As  a  farther  proofof  the  pnrtinl  aiitl  oppressive  conduct  of  govorninent  towards  the 
licateuaut-geiieraly  Mr.  Uurko  iiifuniiod  the  house  that  ho  had  received  a  letter  from 
Dr.  Franklin  inclosing  a  rcsolnlion  of  Congress  by  which  ho  was  empowered  to  treat 
with  the  British  ministry  for  the  purpose  of  exchanging  General  Burgoyne  for  Mr. 
Laurens.  This  negotiation  Dr.  Franklin  had  requested  Mr.  Burke  to  undertakOi  and 
ho  hail  accordingly  made  the  proper  oOlcial  applications,  but  hitherto  without  effect. 

"In  the  conversation  which  afterwards  took  place  on  this  subject  the  charge  of 
Mr.  Laurens  having  been  treated  with  unusual  rigor  was  positively  denied.  In 
proof  of  this  assertion  a  letter  was  read  from  the  lieutenant-governor  of  the  Tower, 
dated  November,  1780,  in  which  he  acquaints  one  of  the  secretaries  of  state  that  he 
had  waited  on  Mr.  Laurens  for  the  express  purpose  of  satisfying  himself  with  respect 
to  the  treatment  he  had  received,  and  that  he  learned  from  his  own  mouth  that 
he  bad  met  with  every  civility  and  kindness  that  he  could  possibly  hope  for.  A  mem- 
ber also  got  up  and  declared  that  the  lieutenant-governor  had  again  visited  his  pris- 
oner within  the  last  three  days,  and  that  he  had  not  hoard  there  was  the  smallest 
l^round  of  complaint. 

"  Between  these  contradictory  assertions  the  matter  remained  suspended  till  the 
day  of  adjournment  of  the  house,  when  Mr.  Burke  brought  up  a  represeiitation  and 
prayer,  addressed  to  the  House  of  Commons  by  Mr.  Laurens  himself,  which  was,  on 

*See<H/ra,  under  that  date;  see  also  Madison  t-o  Randolph,  Se]>t.  24,  1782;  Liv- 
ingston to  Adams,  Nov.  18,  1782.  That  ho  wrote  this  letter  is  admitted  by  him  in  hia 
statement  published  in  the  Collection  of  the  South  Carolina  lUhtotvc^V ^v»^v^\»^ « 

1 1  Rivi99*  MadiaoD,  346,  note. 
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a  motion,  laid  on  tlio  iablo.  It  was  renmrkablo  that  this  petitiou  was  wriU«ii  by 
Mr.  Laurons  hiiuHelf  with  a  block  loail  pencil,  he  haying,  as  is  snpposcd,  refnaed  to 
accept  of  some  Indnlgeuces  that  had  been  lately  oflered  him,  and  among  the  rest  that 
of  pen  and  ink,  tlio  nse  of  which  had  been,  during  the  greatest  part  of  hU  conliiie- 
ment,  strictly  forbidden  him. 

*'It  may  not  be  improper  in  this  place  to  add  that  the  adinission  of  Mr.  Laiy^DS  to 
bail  and  the  exchange  of  General  Burgoyno,  which  soon  after  took  place,  together 
with  the  subsequent  alterations  in  the  political  government  of  the  country,  made  it 
unnecessary  for  Mr.  Burke  to  proceed  with  his  int4*nde<l  bill  of  regulation.'' 

Of  LnurcuH'  arrival  at  the  Tower  we  have  the  following  uoUce  bj 
Horace  Walpole: 

*•  Lord  George  Gordon  has  just  got  a  neighbor— I  believe  not  a  companion ;  for 
state  prisoners  are  not  allowed  to  be  very  sociable.  Laurens,  lately  President  of 
Congress,  has  been  taken  by  a  natural  son  of  the  late  Lord  Albemarle  and  broogbi 
to  England,  to  London,  to  tlio  Tower.  Uo  was  going  ambassador  to  Holland,  and  bis 
papers  are  captured  too.  I  should  think  they  could  tell  us  but  what  wo  learnt  a  fort- 
night ago;  and  (which  is  more  wonderful,  what  we  would  not  believe  till  a  fortnight 
ago)  that  thcro  is  an  end  of  our  American  dream.  Perhaps  they  will  give  us  back  a 
cranny  in  exchange  for  their  negotiator."  (Wulpolo  to  Mann,  October  9,  1780; 
7  Cunningham's  Walpole,  4G0.) 

An  article  by  Peter  Force  on  Henry  Laurens  in  the  Tower  is  in  the'  Historical 
Magazine  for  March,  18(57.  In  the  same  paper  for  February,  1867,  is  an  abstract  of 
the  congressional  debate  of  M.'.y,  1779,  on  Laurens'  correspondence  with  Houston. 

In  7  Franklin's  Works,  Bigelow's  o<l.,  1^03,  n.,  will  bo  found  an  animated  sketch  of 
Burke's  proceedings  in  the  House  of  Commous  in  reference  to  Laurens'  release. 

The  question  of  the  exchange  of  Laurens  for  Cornwallis,  as  discussed  in  Congress, 
is  noticed  in  1  Madison  Papers,  202  ff. 

jobn  LnnronR,  bin  iiiiBHion  to        §  174.  The  (liploinatic  carcer  of  John  Laurens, 
France  In  1780.         ^^^^  ^j.  jj^^^^.^  Laiirciis,  whilo   brlcf,  was  hif^hly 

honorable.  In  the  army  ho  was  in  service  as  aidde-canip  to  Washing- 
ton, whose  peculiar  favor  ho  enjoyed.  An  accomplished  scholar,  hav- 
ing been  educated  in  part  in  Geneva,  in  part  in  London,  he  was  ap- 
pointed on  September  28,  1771),  secretary  to  the  Paris  legation.  This 
appointment  he  declined,  but  on  December  23,  1780,  being  then  in  his 
twenty-Qfth  year,  he  was  chosen  by  Congress  as  special  envoy  to  Paris, 
in  order  to  press  on  the  French  court,  jvs  from  his  military  experience 
he  was  peculiarly  capable  of  doing,  the  need  of  further  aid  for  the 
army.  He  arrived  in  Paris  on  March  19, 1781,  where  he  displayed  much 
energy  and  zeal,  and  wlicre,  according  to  Sparks,  his  **  forwardness 
and  impatience  were  somewhat  dis[)leiising  to  the  French  ministry,  as 
not  altogether  consistent  with  their  ideas  of  the  dignity  and  deference 
belonging  to  transactions  with  courts.  They  made  allowance,  however, 
for  the  ardor  and  incx])erience  of  youth,  awd  seemed  not  to  have  been 
iniiucnced  by  those  objectionable  points  of  manners  in  their  estimation 
of  his  noble  and  generous  traits  of  character  or  in  their  disposition  to 
listen  to  his  requests."  • 

•5  Sparks'  Dip.  Rev.  Corr.,  144. 

A  detailed  account  of  John  Laurens*  uiiHsion  is  to  bo  found  in  Siunus'  "ArmyCor- 
respondonce  of  John  Lauroiis,''  Now  York,  1807,  :\2ff.  While  tliis  work  does  no  more 
than  Justfco  to  John  Laurons*  );a\\{w\\U^  a\u\  vvc^>^\^Va«\v\/\^  V^^*^^^  ^^  hii4,h  a  vsluaiion 
oil  hia  attempt  at  Paris  to  nogol\alo  iv\os^\\. 
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In  the  following  volumes  will  be  found  tlie  annals  of  his  mission  as 
given  by  himself,  showing  at  oneo  his  zeal,  his  modesty,  and  his  dis- 
appointment, a  disappointment  attributable  much  more  to  the  mistake 
made  by  Congress  in  sending  him  to  France  with  instructions  so  per- 
emptory and  urgent,  than  to  any  want  of  due  effort  by  himself.* 

After  an  absence  of  six  months  he  returned  to  America,  where,  after 
gallant  services  at  Yorktown,  ho  died,  on  August  27,  1782,  of  a  wound 
received  in  repelling  a  British  marauding  party  from  Charleston.  He 
thus,  in  almost  the  last  action  of  the  war,  lost  a  life  than  which  few 
others  in  that  war  wiis  more  marked  by  both  gallantry  and  merit. 

Tbo  fonuwing  may  explain  tbo  aititudo  of  tlio  French  conrt  to  Colonel  LanrcDs: 

*'  Little  accuHtomed  to  tbo  usage  anil  manners  dno  to  tbo  ministers  of  a  great 
power.  Colonel  Lanreus  presented  many  demands  not  only  witb  pressing  importnnity, 
but  menace.  •  ^  •  He  bas  neglected  me  since  I  aunonuced  to  bim  tbe  determina- 
tion of  tbe  king,  nud  haHaUowod  himself  to  make  complaints  and  indiscreet  remarks 
because  be  could  not  obtain  all  ho  demanded.  I  ask  yon  io  explain  tbe  matter  to 
Congress.  I  desire  that  such  demands  may  not  be  repeated.  It  is  painful  to  us  t^ 
be  put  under  tbe  necessity  of  refusing  assistance,  and  especially  upon  formal  appli- 
cations from  Congress;  and  it  will  be  well  for  you  to  bint  to  that  body  that  France 
is  not  an  inexhaustible  mine."  (Vergennes  to  Luzerne,  May  11,  1781 ;  Sparks'  MSS., 
Harvard  Collection,  vol.  32.) 

On  the  other  hand  Vergennes,  though  not  much  impressed  with  John  Laurcus' tact 
when  on  an  independent  mission,  became  so  much  impressed  with  bis  xeal,  his  en- 
ergy, and  his  accomplishments  as  to  suggest  him  us  pecnliarily  qualified  for  the  post 
of  secretary  of  tbe  legation  at  Paris.  What  Franklin  needed — Vergennes  urged — 
was  not  a  colleague,  but  a  capable  and  high-toned  secretary,  and  this  John  Laurens 
would  have  been.  ^ 

John  Laurens'  election  as  special  minister  is  criticised  in  tbo  Pennsylvania  Gazette 
for  March  Iti,  1781.  His  youth  and  inexperience  are  mentioned  as  objections  to  his 
boing  put  in  a  position  of  such  importance.  And  as  showing  tbo  undue  tendency  in 
Congress  to  rely  on  young  men,  it  is  stated  that  Hamiltuu,  then  only  twenty-three 
years  of  age,  "on  the  first  ballotting  had  as  many  votes  as  Colonel  Laurens.''  It 
was  important  to  send  a  soldier  on  this  special  mission,  tho  object  of  which  was  to 
detail  to  tho  French  Qovernment  our  military  condition ;  and  in  the  whole  army 
there  could  not  havo  been  found  men,  young  or  old,  more  competent  for  this  purpose 
than  John  Laurens  and  Hamilton.  LauVens'  distinctive  advantage  was  his  familiar- 
ity with  French,  he  having  been  in  part  educated  in  France. 

Of  John  Laurens  Washington  said :  **  He  had  not  a  fault  that  1  could  discover,  unless 
it  were  intrepidity  bordering  on  rashness."  He  was  in  every  battle  in  which  Wash- 
ington was  engaged  after  tbo  battle  of  Brandy  wine;  was  NevtMoly  wounded  in  tho 
attack  on  Chew's  house  at  Qerniautown,  and  afterwards  at  ('oMKawntcbie,  in  South 
Carolina.  At  Yorktown  he  commanded  in  tbe  capture  of  one  of  the  two  redoubts 
that  were  stormed. 

A  life  of  John  Laurens,  by  W.  Gilmore  Simms,  is  given,  with  a  portion  of  bis  cor- 
respondence, in  the  seventh  volume  of  tbo  publir.ati(»nH  of  tho  Bradford  Club,  New 
York,  18C7.  A  letter  of  bis,  giving  some  idea  of  bis  literary  skill,  is  given  iw/rfl,  (  178. 
For  letters  to  and  from  him,  see  index,  title  J.  Lauicns. 


*  See  index,  title  J.  Laurens,  where  reference  is  made  to  bis  instructions,  to  his 
dispatches,  and  to  the  views  of  liia  mission  expressed  by  Atlauis,  Franklin,  and  Ver- 
gennes. Of  J.  Laurens' literary  ability  wo  have  a  specimen  in  his  paraphrase  of 
Izard's  letter  denouncing  Franklin,  given  in/ra,  {  178. 


CHAPTER    XVI. 

WILLIAM  LEE—IZARD. 

wiiiiani  r^fi^EngUBh  anso-        §  175.  William  Lec,  a  brother  of  Arthur,  was 

ill  Loiutou  ill  a  business  cupacity  in  1775,  and 
being  then  a  British  subject,  was  elected  on  the  Wilkes  ticket  as  an 
alderman  of  the  city  of  London.  What  was  the  character  of  the  Wilkes 
party  and  what  was  the  influence  of  Wilkes  on  his  partisans  has  been 
already  considered.*  It  is  sufllcient  here  to  say  that  William  Lee  was 
one  of  the  extremest  of  these  partisans.  Thus  in  June,  177G,  at  a  meet- 
ing of  the  aldermen  of  London,  who  wcie  almost  nil  of  them  libcmls, 
William  Lee,  on  a  motion  to  set  aside,  in  favor  of  Wilkes,  the  i-leclion 
of  Uopkins  ns  chamberlain,  was,  in  a  minority  of  two  against  eleven, 
taking  a  position  which  was  on  its  face  preposterous.!  In  the  B|)cech 
mtide  by  Wilkes  at  this  meeting,  while  strong  sympathy  was  expressed 
for  Aincricii,  yet  the  attitude  of  loyalty  to  the  British  crown  wsis  main- 
tained, and  it  was  one  of  the  objections  made  to  William  Lee,  in  the 
discussions  in  riiiladelphia  in  1777  and  1778,  that  as  late  as  1778,  while 
holding  oflice  under  Congress,  he  at  least  retained  the  formal  allegiance 
involved  in  holding  public  oflice  in  England. 

lu  Mic  T/Oiu1ouChroiiic1o  for  December  22-24,  1778,  is  given  a  letter  from  '*  AUlormaa 
Ijee/'  dated  FrniiUrort,  October  14,  1778,  ''oxpnssing  the  impossibility  of  bta  atloml* 
ing  to  tbe  duties  of  alderman  in  tbo  present  lamentable  situation  of  afTairs  and  bis 
readiness  to  resign  bis  gown  wbenever  it  may  be  agreeable  to  liis  constituents," 
stating  also  tbat  bo  is  "uo  stranger  to  tbe  many  aspersious  ^Thicb  bavo  been  cast 
upon  mo.*'  A  resolution  was  passed  tbat, ''  as  tbore  are  no  wcllgronuded  expecta- 
tions of  bis  early  return  to  tbis  kingdom,  it  is  tbe  opiuiou  of  tbis  wardmote  that  be 
bo  requested  to  resign  tbe  ofllco  of  alderman.'' 

On  J.inuary  19,  1780,  bis  rosignation  was  received,  and  tbe  uext  day  appointed  for 
niling  tbo  vacancy.     (London  Cbrouicle  for  1780,  J,  71.) 

Ui8  co»»»»;;jj;i«i  appoint-        §  170.  The  conflict  as  to  William  I^ee's  right  to  take 

into  his  own  hands  the  entire  control  of  the  business 
affairs,  naval  as  well  as  commercial,  of  the  United  States  in  Frencb 
ports  has  been  already  noted,  and  the  advantage  as  well  as  the  disad- 
vantage to  him  of  his  powerful  family  connections  has  been  referred  to4 
It  has  also  been  seen  that,  in  theo[*>inionof  Jay,  the  underlying  difficulty 
in  the  way  of  putting  our  marine  atl'airs  on  a  solid  basis  was  the  deter- 
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iniiiatiou  of  this  powerful  connection,  with  ita  allies,  not  to  permit  Will- 
iam Lee  to  bo  disturbed  in  his  commercial  agency  of  so  great  influence 
and  emolument.*    According  to  Sparks,!  his  hold  on  the  commercial  ^ 
agency  arose  as  follows : 

"At  the  begiuuiiig  of  tbo  year  1777  the  coiuinorcial  concerns  of  the  United  States 
in  France,  particularly  at  the  port  of  Nantes,  became  important.  For  various  reasons 
they  were  not  well  managed  in  the  bands  of  tbo  Grst  agent,  Mr.  Morris,  and  the  com- 
mittee of  secret  correspondence  appointed  Mr.  William  Leo  as  a  joint  commercial 
agent.  Ho  ^Tas  informed  of  this  appointment  in  April  by  a  letter  received  in  London 
from  Mr.  Deano.  Being  detained  by  bis  private  aflairs,  he  did  not  arrive  in  Paris  till 
June  11.  Here  he  found  no  commission  to  act  as  commercial  agent,  nor  any  other 
notice  of  bis  appointment  than  what  bad  been  commnnicat-ed  to  Mr.  Deane  in  a  letter 
from  the  committee  of  Congress.  Not  deeming  it  expedient  to  act  upon  this  authority 
alone,  he  remaineil  in  Paris  till  August  2,  when,  by  the  recommendation  of  Dr. 
Franklin  and  Mr.  Deane,  he  repaired  to  Nantes.  The  disiigrccmcnts  between  the 
agents  there  had  brought  the  public  business  into  disonlur,  which  Mr.  Lee  was 
desired  to  use  bis  inUuonce  in  correcting.  He  stayed  in  Nantes  two  months,  and 
then  retnmedto  Paris,  not  yet  having  received  any  formal  commission  as  oonmiercial 
agent.'' 

But  while  the  commercial  agency,  in  the  proper  sense  of  the  term 
was  thus  hi  abeyance,  it  became  necessary  for  Franklin  and  his  fellow 
commissioners  at  Paris  to  tivke  action  as  to  the  naval  interests  of  the 
United  Stsitcs  in  French  ports,  such  interests  being  consigned  to  the 
control  of  the  commissioners.  The  privateers  of  the  United  States  in 
particular,  shut  out  by  blockade  from  their  own  ports,  sought  French 
port8  for  outfit  and  for  the  sale  of  prizes,  and  innumerable  as  well  as 
important  were  the  questions  thus  arising,  cAivevhxg  sometimes  the  dis- 
position of  large  sums  of  money.  In  July,  1777,  William  Lee's  commis- 
sion uot  having  arrived,  and  Thomas  Morris,  who  lia<l  been  appointed 
joint  commissioner,  proving  incompetent,  Franklin  and  Deane,  having 
authority  over  the  naval  department  of  our  affairs  in  France,  appointed 
Jonathan  Williams  to  the  charge  of  that  department.  The  propositions 
nuulo  to  him  by  William  Lee  for  a  partnership  in  that  department,  and 
his  removal  and  the  appointment  of  William  Lee  in  his  place,  are  here- 
after noticed.!  It  is  Rudicient  here  to  say  that  William  Lee  had  for  a 
time  the  entire  control  of  the  commercial  interests  of  the  United  States 
in  France,  employing  his  nephew  as  clerk,  and  a  foreign  firm,  Schweig- 
hauser  &  Co.,  as  his  agents.  The  arrangement  wns  far  from  being 
economical, §  but  the  question  of  its  maintenance  was,  as  we  have 
seen,  one  by  which  the  policy  of  Congress  in  foreign  affairs  was  largely 
affected.  It  was,  according  to  Jay,  the  desire  to  retain  William  Lee  in 
his  iK>st  that  was  one  of  the  motives  of  the  strong  opposition  in  Con- 
gress both  to  Franklin  and  to  the  establishment  of  an  independent  de- 
partment of  foreign  afl'airs. 


•  Stipra,  i  156.  $  See  itifra,  ^  187 ;  index,  title  William 

f  1  Dip.  Rev.  Corr.,  &t?9.  Lee,  Franklin,  Schwoighan«i^T. 

t  Infraf  ^  167. 
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His  diplomatic  positions.        |  177,  Sparks*  til  IIS  iiarratos  the  diplomatio  aq- 

uals  of  William  Leo: 

"Meantime,  011  tbo  9th  of  May,  Mr.  Williatn  Leo  bad  been  eleotecl  by  CongiMS  1 
oomtuissioner  to  tbo  courts  of  Vioiiua  and  Berlin.  His  commission  and  iiistrneUoni 
wero  waiting  for  biin  in  Paris  on  bis  arrival,  October  6.  Tbo  comniissiou  was  dsted 
July  1,  and  gavo  biin  'full  power  and  authority  to  conimunlcaio  and  treat  wlthbu 
iui[)erial  mi^osiy  tlio  omperor  of  Oormauy,  or  with  such  peraou  or  persons  as  sbsU  be 
by  him  for  such  purpose  authorized,  of  and  upon  a  true  and  sincere  friendship,  and  a 
firm,  inviolable,  and  nuivei'sal  peace,  for  the  defeuse,  protection,  and  safoty  of  the 
navigation  and  mutual  commerce  of  the  subjects  of  his  imperial  majesty  and  the  peo- 
ple of  the  Uuitcfl  States.'  lie  bad  a  soparnt«  commission  to  the  court  of  Berliu, 
worded  in  tbo  same  manner. 

*'Tbo  state  of  things  at  that  time  in  Europe  was  not  such  as  to  warrant  Mr.  Lee  in 
rendering  himself  at  cither  of  the  courts  of  Vienna  or  Berliu.  I[o  roraained  nearly  a 
year  in  Paris,  waiting  tbo  issue  of  eveuts.  At  length  he  went  to  Frankfort,  in  Ger- 
many, where  bo  took  up  his  residence,  as  a  point  couvouieut  for  bis  o|>erations,  till 
the  time  should  arrive  for  somo  decided  step  with  reference  to  the  main  object  In  hiH 
mission.  On  the  4  th  of  September,  1778,  he  agreed  to  a  plan  of  a  treaty  between  The 
Netherlands  and  tbo  Uuitod  States.  Tbis  was  done  at  Aix-la  Chapel le,  where  he  met 
M.  do  Noufvillo,  tbo  Dutch  agent.  But  as  M.  do  Noufville  actod  only  in  his  private 
capacity,  tbis  treaty  was  never  ratified  or  matured. 

"In  Marcb,  1779,  Mr.  Lee  was  in  Pari«^  oudoavoring  to  engage  the  French  ministry 
to  aid  him  in  {ulvanciug  bis  views  in  Germany.  Failing  iu  tbis  purpoiie,lie  returned 
again  to  Frankfort,  where  he  continued  to  restdo  during  the  remainder  of  his  mis- 
sion, lie  was  recalled  by  a  resolution  of  Congress,  date<l  Jnno  9,  1779,  but  not  re- 
quired to  como  to  tbo  United  States.  Towards  tbo  end  of  the  year  ho  retired  to 
Brussels,  where  bo  coutinuod  to  live  with  bis  family  for  somo  time  afterwards." 

Of  William  Ijeo'H  fruitless  essays  at  rocogriitioii  by  the  courts  to  which 
ho  was  com  missioned  the  following  correspondence  p^ivcs  full  details, 
and  it  will  be  seen  lliat  so  far  as  Prussia  was  concerned  these  efforts 
were  brought  to  an  end  by  a  summary  repulse  by  Frederick  Mio  Great 
to  which  the  United  States  ouglit  never  to  have  been  exposed. t  With 
Franklin  Iiis  relations  were  embittered  b^'  the  fact  that  Franklin  not 
only  disapproved  of  Ills  course  in  the  commercial  agency,  but  held 
that  while  lillinglliis  agenc}',  and  while  without  any  diplomatic  i>osi- 
tion  whatever  at  the  courts  of  Vienna  and  Jierlin,  lie  was  not  entitled 
to  a  salary  <as  resident  miniscer  at  either  of  those  courts.}  His  last 
appeal  for  diplomatic  employment  was  in  a  letter  to  the  secretary 
of  foreign  atlairs,  dated  at  Brussels,  March  31,  1782,  in  which  ho  sayS; 

'' It  has  been  tnoutionod  to  mo  by  a  gout  Ionian  iu  tbo  govoruuicnt  hero  that  the 
ompuror  is  di8po»ed  to  enter  into  n  connuorcinl  troaty  with  America,  and  aflerwanls 
tbat  a  nnnistiM'  or  resident  froui  Congress  should  reside  at  court  bore,  this  boing  the 
principal  conimorcial  country  belonging  to  bis  majesty.  Though  tbis  couimuuicap 
tion  was  not  onicial,  yet  it  appears  as  if  it  had  been  made  to  mo  from  their  knowing 
tbat  I  was  formerly  acouiniissioncr  of  Congress  at  tbo  court  of  Vienna;  therefore  I 

•  I  Sparks'  Dip.  Rov.  Corr.  589. 

t  See  supra,  ^$  ID,  111 ;  and  also  index,  title  William  Leo,  Arthur  Lee.  As  to  Will- 
iam Lce*s  proposal  that  ho  should  be  sent  as  minister  to  The  Hague,  soe  Bupra,  i  1S6. 

I  See  Franklin  to  conimittoo.  May  26,  177P,  and  other  papers  referred  to  in  index 
ander  ti tie  of  Franklin  and  >V '\\V\am  Vaq. 

588 


CUAP  XVI.]  WILLIAM   LEE — IZARD.  [§  178. 

thiak  ii  my  duty  to  iuforiii  Coiigrom  of  the  oirciiuistauceii  through  you,  that  they  may 
take  Buoh  measures  iu  it  as  thoy  think  proper." 

lie  proceeds  t-osay  that  "  iu  uiy  opiniou  15,000  livrus  tournois  per  annum  would  be 
a  sufldcieDt  api>oiutmout  for  an  Auioricau  minister  to  reside  at  this  court,  for  his 
salary  and  expenses  together." 

But  Livingston  did  not  accept  tliis  suggestion,  nor  as  far  iis  the 
records  sbow  make  any  rei)ly  to  the  oiler.  And,  in  point  of  fact,  the 
emperor  bad  given  emphatic  signs  that  he  did  not  then  desire  to  have 
an  American  minister  residing  in  bis  realm. 

Sparks,  in  an  article  in  the  North  American  lioview  of  April,  18:)0  (vol.  IM),  p.  493), 
points  out  a  series  of  mistakes  made  as  to  William  Leo  by  the  biographer  of  Arthur 
Lee.  He  shows  that  William  Lee  never  acted  iis  United  States  agent  at  Holland; 
that  he  did  not  leave  Paris  for  Berlin  until  several  weeks  after  Arthur  Lee's  return ; 
and  that  he  remained  in  Loudon  until  Juno,  1777,  acting  as  alderman  ;  as  to  each  of 
which  points  the  biographer  is  mistaken. 

Of  William  Lee  Hutchinson  thus  writes: 

"Jaaitary  20,  1780 — Mauduit  called  in  the  evening ;  conversation  upon  Lee,  one  of 
the  aldermen,  who  has  been  near  two  years  abroad,  employed  at  different  courts,  en- 
ga^ed  in  behalf  of  revolted  America,  and  yet  ho  has  continued  alderman  until  a  few 
days  ago  he  sent  his  resignation. '*    (2  Hutehiusou'8  Diary,  327.) 

A  curious  episo«1e  in  William  Lee's  history  is  given  in  detail  in  the  Lee  paiiers  in 
the  University  of  Virginia.  It  seems  that  "Petrie,"  an  Auioricau  living  in  Paris  in 
1778,  reported  that  advance  news  of  the  signature  of  the  treaty  of  alliance  was  for- 
warded by  *' Alderman  "  Lee  to  London  for  the  use  of  his  business  friends.  It  so  hap- 
l)eued,  as  we  will  see,  that  the  Lees  had  denounced  Bancroft  for,  as  they  said,  making 
similar  use  of  the  same  information.  Thoy  wore  therefore  peculiarly  indignant  at 
the  aspersion ;  and  William  Lee  at  once  wrote  to  Potrie  for  his  authority.  This 
Petrie  refused  t-o  give.  On  May  26  William  Leo  repeated  the  demand.  On  May  28 
Petrie  askoil  for  delay  on  account  of  ill-health,  which  precludod  him  for  the  time 
from  correspondence.  The  demand,  however,  was  ronowe<l  .i  few  da^'s  afterwards, 
when  Petrie  finally  stated  that  he  would  neither  retract  nor  npologixe.  Thereon 
William  Lee,  on  July  24,  1779,  challenged  Petrie  to  the  '*  field  of  honor."  Petrie  ac- 
cepted the  challenge,  seconds  were  provided,  but  much  discussion  arose  as  to  the  proper 
place  of  action.  Finally,  after  one  or  two  balks,  Valenciennes  was  agreed  on  and  an 
hour  fixed  for  the  encounter.  William  Lee,  however,  was  kept  back  by  an  accident 
to  his  horses.  Another  meeting  was  appointed  from  which  Petrie  was  kept  back  by 
his  carriage  breaking  down.  This  excuse  William  Lee  thought  was  frivolous;  but 
no  third  meeting  was  called  for  nor  was  there  any  retraction  by  Potrie.  The  truth  is 
that  the  charge  against  William  Loo  of  using  the  news  for  stock  jobbing,  like  the 
similar  charge  against  Bancroft,  could  not  be  substantiated,  for  the  reason  that  Franks 
lin  took  the  first  opportunity,  for  political  purposes,  of  advising  his  whig  friends  in 
England  of  the  signature.* 

izani- dipiotusuo posiUon.      §  173.  Kalpli  Izard,  of  Sonth  Carolina,  as  he telU  , 

ns  in  one  of  his  letters,  wjis  a  i^enthnnan  of  fortune,  ^ 
who  had  been  living  in  England  from  1771  to  the  breaking  out  of  the 
war,  when  he  removed  to  Paris.  On  July  1,  1777,  he  was  appointed  as 
minister  to  the  Grand  Duke  of  Tuscany,  he  being  one  of/  the  ministers 
whom  Congress  then  commissioned  to  various  European  courts  without 
any  prior  understanding  as  to  their  reception,  t    Of  all  this  line  of  en- 


\ 


•  See  infra,  J  VJ6.  \  Supra,  %%  V\i  ff ,  ^^  \Q^  f  • 
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voySy  nosiiccessfiil  as  they  wore,  Izard  was  the  one  who  made  the  least 
progress  towards  ]iis  destination.  In  fact  he  never  left  Paris  until 
Congress  terminated  his  mission  on  June  8, 1779.  He  was,  however, 
far  from  being  inactive  when  in  Paris  in  matters  diplomatic  and  undiii- 
lomatic.  Uis  correspondence,  which  api>ears  at  large  in  the  following 
volumes,*  shows  that  he  was  occupied,  when  in  Paris  in  lively  and 
bitter  controversies,  as  follows :  First,  as  a  diplomatic  representative  of 
the  United  States  in  Paris  he  claimed  the  right  to  take  part  in  the  con- 
sultations with  tlic  French  court  of  the  ministers  commissioned  to  that 
court;  and  on  this  right  not  being  conceded  to  him  he  addressed  Frank- 
lin notes  almost  unexampled  in  literature  for  their  prolix  vitn[>cration, 
which  notes  he  backed  up  by  denunciations  in  the  same  line  addressed 
to  Congress  and  to  Vergennes.  Second,  he  insisted  on  certain  exemp- 
tions of  his  goods  from  duties,  in  which  he  did  not  succeed,  but  whidi 
led  to  an  annoying  discussion,  into  which  the  ministers  to  the  French 
court  wore  dragged.  Third,  he  insisted  on  being  paid,  out  of  funds  col- 
lected by  Franklin  in  France,  a  salary  for  his  services  as  minister  to 
Tuscany  during  the  entire  period  he  remained  in  Paris,  he  never  having 
even  visited  Tuscan^'.  This  claim  was  rejected  by  Franklin,  which  in 
creased  the  alienation  between  them.t  With  Arthur  Lee  he  wasou 
intimate  terms ;  and  in  some  points  he  was  sustained  by  Adams,  who, 
however,  said  that  '^  his  passions  are  always  strong,  often  violent,'' 
that  he  was  without  *^  experience  in  public  life,"  and  that  he  ought  <^  to 
have  been  in  Italy  ;"|  and  Adams  was  forced  to  deny  the  accuracy  of 
statements  imputed  to  him  by  Izard  as  the  ^^  peevish  ebullition  of  the 
rashness  of  his  temper."  § 

How  far  Franklin  could  have  avoided  the  rupture  with  Izard,  mortify- 
ing  and  annoying  iis  it  was,  has  been  alrcivdy  considered.  ||     Perhaps  th 
best  apology  for  Franklin  will  be  found  in  Izard^s  letters  as  they  appea 
in  the  following  pages.* 

The  following,  from  Moore's  Materials  for  History,  is  a  parody,  no 
without  force,  on  Izard'slettcr  to  Henry  Lauren's  denouncing  Franklin 

R,  /.,  esq,  to  JI,  L.y  esq. 

*'A  liberal  und  just  translation  of  the  lottors  of  K.  I.,  esq.,  to  his  oxcelloncy  If.  L. 
esq.,  done  for  the  boucfit  of  those  Americaus  who  are  ignorant  of  the  language  ii 
which  they  wore  written."  If 

"Paris,  1778. 
"  Dkar  Sir  :  I  write  this  to  you  and  desire  yon  to  communicate  it  to  my  countrynier 
m  CoogrosSy  who,  I  hope,  will  exert  themselves  in  my  favor.  If  you  and  they  ar 
satisGod  that  my  former  letters  have  made  the  impressions  that  I  wish,  you  will  then 
be  80 good  a9  to  lay  this  before  Congress;  if,  on  the  contrary,  you  think  their  minds 
are  not  properly  prepared,  you  will  withhold  it,  as  I  do  noi  wish  it  publicly  known 


•See  index,  title  Izard.  $  Adams  to  Lovell,  Oct.  17,  1779,  infra. 

t  Asto  rightfulness  of  claim,  see  supra,  H  Sn2fray  $(  126,  149. 

$  108.  IT  This  "translation"  is  in  the  handwrit- 

t  Adams  to  Lovoll,  Fob.  20,  1779.  ing  of  Col.  John  Laurens. 
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till  it  is  likely  to  produce  the  desireil  effect.  My  situation  here  \n  very  tormentiug; 
1  have  received  two  ihounand  Louis  d'ora  of  (lie  public  mouoy,  as  I  infoniiod  you  in 
my  letter  of  ,  aud  have  doue  nothing  in  my  propor  department ;  but  my  let- 

ters will  convince  you  that  I  have  not  been  idle.  Upon  my  coming  to  this  place  I 
found  the  eomuiissiouera  at  variance ;  I  wished  to  be  on  the  side  of  Franklin  and 
Desue,  but  the  former  was  too  wise  to  be  my  dupe,  and  treated  me  with  reserve ;  the 
latter  too  haughty  to  be  guitled  by  me,  and  treated  mo  with  contempt,  which  you 
know  was  too  mortifying  for  me  to  bear.  I  therefore  had  nothing  loft  but  to  cross 
the  Alps  or  fall  in  with  a  man  who  from  many  years*  acquaintance  I  knew  was  not 
acoountecl  the  mildest  aud  best-naturcd  in  the  world.  1  chose  the  latter,  aud  how 
busily  I  have  been  engaged  the  present,  as  well  as  former  letters,  with  the  inclosed 
papers,  will  sufficiently  evince.  1  do  not  want  to  he  troublesome  to  my  friends  by 
soliciting  their  interest  in  my  favor,  as  it  would  be  much  more  agreeable  they  would 
take  a  hint,  and,  without  forcing  me  to  a  direct  application,  procure  me  a  post  and 
place  more  suited  to  my  inoliuatiou  and  ambition ;  favors  unasked  confer  a  higher 
gratification. 

"I  thought  I  had  sfioken  plain  enough  before,  and  sufficiently  explained  my  wishes 
when  I  told  you  I  was  willing  to  act  as  envoy  or  minister  plenipotentiary  for  Italy, 
in  which  case  it  would  be  necessary  to  have  as  many  commissions  as  courts,  so  that 
I  might  travel  in  state  from  court  to  court,  and  reside  where  I  pleased,  without  being 
confined  to  Florence  or  Leghorn  ;  at  the  same  time  I  informed  you  that  it  would  be 
still  more  agreeable  to  be  appointed  for  Ver.milles  until  the  British  ministry  return  to 
their  senses,  and,  by  acknowledging  our  independence,  give  an  opportunity  of  send- 
ing roe  to  the  court  of  London,  which  has  ever  been  the  height  of  my  ambition,  i 
could  not  entertain  a  doubt  of  being  gratified  in  one  or  other  of  these  points,  and  that 
my  first  excuse  for  not  crossing  the  Alps,  namely,  that  the  Tuscan  minister  had 
informed  me  his  master  did  not  wish  to  see  me,  though  he  entertaiued  a  good-will  for 
America,  until  France  took  a  decided  part  in  our  favor,  as  by  the  conduct  of  France 
he  means  to  regulate  his  own  ;  that  this  excuse,  I  say,  would  have  served  my  turn 
until  I  should  receive  your  answer.  Unfortunately,  France  has  come  to  a  determi- 
nation, hassigned  a  treaty  with  us,  acknowlo<lgiug  our  independence,  aud  scut  a  fleet 
to  assist,  and  minister  to  reside  in  America;  and  still  I  am  here  without  having 
received  a  line  from  you  or  the  committee  for  forei  gn  aflairs  or  from  Congress,  and 
with  only  a  single  oommission  for  tlie  court  of  Tuscany.  For  this  reason  I  intimated 
imy  pleasure  to  you  that  you  would  oppose  the  ratification  of  the  treaties  and  set 
matters  agaiu  afloat,  assigning  the  br-st  reasons  I  was  then  able  to  devise,  interspers- 
ing with  a  liberal  hand  as  much  personal  abuse  on  Franklin  aud  Doane,  who  had,  in 
spite  of  my  endeavor,  brought  this  matter  to  so  speedy  an  issue,  as  I  thought  was 
sufficient  at  least  to  convince  yon  how  much  they  thwarted  my  views  and  how  much 
I  hated  them  ;  aud  that,  therefore,  they  ought  to  be  removed  with  disgrace  aud 
infamy;  aud  until  I  could  know  the  effects  of  this,  I  cast  about  for  another  reason 
for  my  not  leaving  this  place.  Luckily  the  broils  in  Qermany  furnished  a  very  osten- 
sible one.  1  got  the  Tuscan  minister  to  say  that  his  master  wished  nie  not  to  appear 
at  his  court  until  he  knew  what  part  the  court  of  Vieuua  would  take,  as  by  the  con- 
duct of  that  court,  with  which  ho  is  so  intimately  connected,  ho  must  regulate  his 
own.  Before  that  is  done  1  hope  for  your  answer,  and  that  Congress  will  gratify  me 
so  far  as  to  disgrace  Deaoe  and  remove  Franklin,  to  make  room  for  me  at  Versailles, 
when  I  assure  them  that  they  have  acted  very  foolishly  in  the  appointment  of  Mr. 
Deane,  who  is  every  way  unqualified  for  the  trust  reposed  in  him.  It  may  be  said 
Congress  knew  him  well  before  they  trusted  him,  he  having  been  for  some  consider- 
able time  a  member  of  that  body  ;  but  I  say,  search  the  world  through,  aud  a  more 
unfit  person  could  not  be  found;  and,  as  I  hope,  they  will  allow  me  to  1>e  a  better 
judge  of  men,  manners,  aud  abilities,  I  say  again  ho  is  totally  unqualified  for  the  post 
he  has  filled,  and  not  to  be  trusted  in  future.  This  I  hope  is  sufficient,  bntif  no^l 
do  assert,  nay  I  can  prove,  that  he  is  a l^ew  Eug\ivwv\  \\mvk\  ^\\^\X\Qv\^>Q»>aasi 


§179.]  DIPLOMATIC   CORBESPONDENCK.  [CIIAP.  XYI. 

soot  yon  siipplica  of  arms,  aiuiiiunition,  and  clotbing,  iHtod  oat  yeflsels,  and  witlioat 
deigning  to  consnlt  my  worthy  friend  A.  Lee,  esq. — nay,  I  may  say,  bas  almost  withoat 
him  brought  about  the  treaty,  and  has  proo\ired  the  fleet  and  minister  to  be  wot  yoa 
without  tlie  knowledge  of  A.  Lee,  esq.,  or  myself, — yet  I  affirm,  nay,  I  will  swear  if 
yoa  require  it,  that  he  has  such  a  hauteur  about  him  that  nobody  can  do  basioen 
with  him.  And  as  to  Franklin,  he  is  a  crafty  old  knave ;  he  would  not  let  me  hsTe 
a  copy  of  the  treaty  afler  it  was  signed,  th  tngh  he  knew  how  anxious  I  was  to  have 
it,  and  how  much  advantage  I  could  have  made  of  it.  In  my  eonsoieuee  I  believe  he 
has  neither  honor  nor  honesty  ;  he  has  abilities,  it  is  true,  but  so  mach  the  worse  when 
thoy  are  not  under  the  restraint  of  virtue  and  integrity,  and  I  declare  before  God  he 

is  under  the  restraint  of  neither ;  and  if  Congress  still  doubt  it,  I  can  get  Doctor , 

so  celebrated  in  the  Quinsaino  d'Anglois,  who  is  as  honest  an  Irishman  as  ever 

attended  aoourt  with  a  straw  in  his  shoe,  and  Mens. ,  my  two  intimate  friends, 

together  with  Thornton,  and  twenty  such  like,  to  confirm  it  by  their  oaths  also. 
Bat  it  will  be  said,  perhaps,  he  has  during  a  long  life  of  upwards  of  seventy  yean, 
supported  a  good  character,  and  that  his  reputation  is  establishe<l  and  high  throngh 
Europe.  I  deny  the  fact;  did  not  Wedderbnrne  abuse  himf  But  if  it  were  even 
so,  does  not  that  prove  what  fools  they  are  in  Europe  to  think  well  of  a  man  who 
has  treated  me  with  contempt  f  who  refused  to  consult  me  on  the  treaties,  or  to  let 
me  have  a  copy  of  them  after  they  were  finished  f  and  when  I  called  n|)on  him  to 
explain  his  conduct,  and  wrote  to  him  again,  again,  and  again,  and  sent  my  secretary, 
John  .Julius  Pringle,  to  catechise  him  in  person,  at  last  sent  me  word,  '  Hi*ve  patience, 
and  I  will  pay  thee  all ; '  but  I  sent  him  a  Roland  for  his  Oliver.  I  have  shown  him 
that  he  did  not  understand  the  text,  and  desired  him  to  read  over  the  whole  ehap* 
ter. 

"However,  if  after  all  I  have  said  Congress  can  not  be  induced  to  dismiss  bim 
wholly,  there  can  bo  no  objection  to  his  being  sent  to  Vienna ;  he  will  do  well  enough 
there,  notwithstanding  what  I  liave  said  of  him,  but  he  is  not  to  be  trusted  at  Ver- 
sailles, which  is  the  place  I  liavc  fixed  on  for  myself,  and  you  may  tell  Congress  so.  ' 
"I  am,  dear  sir,  etc.,  etc." 

Tliis  letter  is  indorsed  by  Mr.  Laurens  ''No.  1  and  No.  2,  Traits  of  the  infamous 
practices  of  party  in  Congrrss.*' 

His  course  after  bin  rotarn.       |  179,  Accordiiig  to  a  stateiuout  iiiado  by  the. 

Dritinb  autliorities  in  New  York  in  Sei)tenibor, 
1780,*  Izaril,  on  bis  arrival  in  tbe  United  States  in  July,  1780,  •'hold 
language  that  illls  the  country  with  jealousies;  that  tbe  American 
agents  wore  duped  by  tbe  cabinet  of  France,  Dr.  Franklin  superannu- 
ated, and  all  tbeir  agents  unfaithful  and  despised  except  tbe  Lees. 
•  •  •  lie  assured  Parsons  that  France  neither  could  nor  would  give 
the  help  requisite  to  est^blisb  tbe  independence  of  America.'' 

8anniel  Parsons,  it  wn^  said,  wjis  so  luucb  aflect-cd  by  this  conversji- 
tion  that  immediately  after  Mr.  Izard  was  gone  be  wrote  to  General 
Greene,  at  the  camp  at  New  Jersey,  beseeching  bim  if  possible  to  check 
Mr.  Izard,  from  tbe  dangerous  tendency  of  his  information  upon  the 
Jtlip  people  at  large.  But  like  similar  statements  issuing  during  the 
war  from  British  authorities,  this  is  to  be  taken  with  great  allowance. 
Izard,  however,  no  doubt  continued  after  his  return  this  exx)ression  of 
animosity  to  Franklin,  t 


*  8  Brodhead's  N.  Y.  Col.  Docs.,  804.  t  See  aupra,  $  154. 
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He  took  early  occiision  ou  his  return  to  announce  to  Richard  II.  Lee 
his  concurrence  in  the  movement  for  Franklin's  disgrace: 

'*  I  am  perfectly  of  your  opinion,  tbat  the  political  salvation  of  America  depends 
upon  the  recalling  of  Dr.  Franklin.''  (Izard  to  R.  H.  Lee,  October  15,  1780 ;  26  Sonth. 
Lit.  Mess.,  190.) 

It  is  by  this  alliance  between  Izard  and  the  Lees  and  Adamses  that 
we  can  understand  why  it  was  that  the  majority  of  the  South  Oarolina 
delegation  united  with  Richard  Henry  Lee  and  the  Massachusetts  dele- 
gation in  maintaining  that  Franklin  would  sa^^rifice  the  fisheries  unless 
removed. 

Izard,  as  we  learn  from  Luzerne,  insisted  in  Congress  that  if  Franklin 
was  recalled  France  might  be  compelled  to  give  to  Congress  whatever 
it  required. 

It  should  be  remembered,  as  extenunting  Izard's  bitterness,  that  not 
only  did  he  attribute  his  diplomatic  failure  to  Franklin  and  to  France, 
but  that  he  was  very  much  tried  by  the  breaking  up  of  his  family  rela- 
tions by  the  war.  He  was  closely  connected  with  the  Delaucey  family 
in  New  York,  who  finally  took  the  tory  side.  And  according  to  a  note 
to  8  Brodhead's  New  York  Colonial  Documents,  174,  our  of  his  daughters 
married  Lonl  William  Campbell,  youngest  son  of  the  fourth  Duke  of 
Argyle,  and  royal  governor  of  South  Carolina  in  1775. 

Of  Izard's  devotion  to  American  independence  after  the  war  set  in 
there  can  be  no  question.  In  1780,  when  he  returned  to  the  United 
States,  he  pledged  his  entire  estate  for  the  raising  of  funds  for  the  build- 
ing of  ships  of  war  for  the  Confederacy;  and  he  was  largely  instru- 
mental in  obtaining  the  services  of  General  Greene  in  the  southern 
array.  He  was  elected  to  the  Continental  Congress  in  1781,  and  on 
the  adoption  of  the  federal  Constitution  was  chosen  a  Senator  from 
South  Carolina.    He  died  in  May,  1804.* 


*  See  a  niouioir  by  his  danghter,  with  a  portion  of  his  correHpondouco,  of  which  the 
first  volume  was  published  in  1844. 
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CHAPTER    XVII. 

Ll  VINGSTON— MORRIS. 

iaTinfet4)n'8  poutioai  career.        §  igQ.  Bobert  R.  Liviiigstoii  was  bom  on  No- 

voiiiber  27, 1746,  and  <ifter  studying  law  wiUi  his 
kinsman  William  Livingston  began  the  practice  of  the  profession  in 
New  York  in  partnership  with  John  Jay.  Appointed  by  Governor 
Tryon  to  the  recordership  of  Now  York  in  1773,  Livingston  was  in  1775 
dismissed  from  that  post  in  consequence  of  his  revolutionary  affili- 
ations. Sent  in  1775  to  the  Continental  Congress,  he  was  one  of  the 
committee  of  five  which  drafted  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  which, 
however,  he  wns  prevented  from  signing  by  the  necessity  of  his  attend- 
ance at  the  provincial  convention  of  New  York,  which  body,  in  part 
through  his  exertions,  declared,  on  July  8,  its  independence  as  a  ^^  State." 
In  1777  he  was  appointed  chancellor  of  New  York,  which  office  he  held 
until  1801,  being  a  delegate  also  to  the  Continental  Congress  until 
1777,  and  again  in  1779  and  1781.  Bis  election  as  secretary  of  foreign 
affairs,  and  his  services  in  that  X)ost,  will  be  presently  noticed.  As 
chairman  of  the  New  York  convention  to  consider  the  federal  Consti- 
tution he  was  largely  instrumental  in  inducing  its  adoption  in  New 
York.  Declining  the  mission  to  France,  offered  to  him  by  Washington 
in  1791,  ho  accepted  it  in  1801  from  Jefierson,  his  term  sis  chan- 
cellor then  expiring,  and  by  him,  with  Monroe,  the  convention  for  the 
purchase  of  Louisiana  was  negotiated.  His  services,  after  his  retire- 
ment from  his  mission  in  1805,  were  employed  equally  beneficially  in 
the  advance  of  the  agricultural  interests  of  New  York,  and  in  the  in- 
troduction, in  concert  with  Fulton,  of  steam  navigation.  .  He  died  at 
Clermont,  his  family  scat  and  the  place  of  his  birth,  on  February  26, 
1813. 

^**  ^"sioulil  ^rUOT**"^""*'        5  ^^^'  ^^®  conflicts  in  Congress  which  preceded 

Livingston's  appointment  have  been  already  no- 
ticed,* and  it  has  been  seen  that  Livingston  took  a  leading  position  in 
that  school  of  revolutionary  statesmen  which  held  that  the  true  policy 
of  Congress  should  be  not  merely  to  overthrow  the  British  supremacy, 
but  to  establish  a  stable  and  at  the  same  time  liberal  system  in  its 
placet    It  hits  also  been  seen  that  the  policy  of  what  has  l>een  called 

•  Supra,  $M5  jr.  t  Supra,  J  4. 
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be  purely  ^^  liberative"  or  <*  expulsive''  school  was  to  keep  the  direction 
f  the  Bevolutioii,  both  as  to  douiostic  and  as  to  foreign  affairs,  in  the 
lands  of  Congress,  acting  through  conimittees  under  its  immediate 
irection ;  and  that  it  was  maintained  by  this  school  of  iK>liticians  that 
a  matters  diplomatic  as  well  as  matters  finaucial  and  matters  military, 
he  ^'  militia"  impulses  of  the  people  should  be  relied  ou,  without  ham-  , 
«ring  them  by  subordinating  them  to  artificial  and  effete  rules  not 
uited  to  a  young  republic.  It  has  also  been  seen  that  in  military 
latters  this  school  was  more  or  less  engaged  in  thwarting  Washing-  i 
on;*  that  in  financial  matters,  in  its  recklessness  iu  seizing  any 
gency  it  could  get  hold  of,  it  had  resorted  to  an  unlimited  issue  of 
aper  money  and  of  drafts  on  Europe  without  funds,  thereby,  in  defiance 
f  the  counsels  of  Washington,  of  Franklin,  and  of  Morris,  exposing  the 
redit  of  the  country  to  ruin ;  and  that,  iu  addition  to  the  aid  itobtained 
rem  enthusiasts  who  believed  that  any  means  to  effect  their  immediate 
•arpose  ought  to  be  seized,  and  from  speculators  who  were  interested 
1  inflating  the  currency,  they  were  supported  by  a  powerful  combiiia- 
lon  of  statesmen  who  for  various  reasons  were  averse  to  taking  from 
longress  the  absolute  coutrol  of  our  affairs,  domestic  and  foreign,  t 
But  the  critical  position  of  our  foreign  relations,  together  with  a 
eaction  against  the  influences  above  specified,  led  to  a  determination,/ 
1  January,  1781,  to  establish  a  department  of  foreign  affairs,  under  the 
ontrol  of  a  responsible  secretary.  It  was  not,  however,  until  August 
0, 1781,  that  Robert  B.  Livingston  was  elected  to  this  post  by  a  vote 
f  six  States  to  three  for  Arthur  Lee.  The  character  of  the  opposition 
J  him  is  thus  stated  in  the  following  letter  from  Arthur  Lee  to  Samuel 
Ldams,  dated  Philadelphia,  August  13, 1781 : 

''Tbis  choice/'  that  of  Livingston  as  secretary  for  foreign  affairsy  "is,  I  thiuk|  a 
Dry  serions  thing  for  the  eastern  States,  and  indeed  for  them  all.  For  I  can  assure 
on  that  something  passed  dnring  the  negotiation  of  the  treaty  which  convinced  me 
lere  are  deep  designs  against  tlie  iisliory.  Dr.  Franklin,  we  all  know,  is  devoted  to 
leee  designs.  Mr.  Jay  and  Chancellor  Livingston  are  both  enemies  to  the  eastern 
tates."! 

We  see,  then,  that  the  opposition  to  Livingston  and  the  support  of 
Lrthnr  Lee  were  rested  in  the  ciinvass,  so  far  as  the  Hi)pca]s  to  New 
Sngland  were  concerned,  ou  the  supposed  opi>ositiou  of  Livingston 
ad  Franklin  to  the  fisheries.  But  this  statement  was  utterly  without 
>undation.  The  ablest  as  well  as  the  boldest  argument  sent  during  the 
devolution  from  this  side  of  the  water  to  sustain  our  fishery  claims  was 
I8ued  by  Livingston.  And  it  was  to  Franklin's  vigorous  maintenance 
f  these  claims  at  the  peace  conferences  that  their  admission  by  Great 
(ritaiu  was  eminently  due.  §    The  appeal  to  !New  England,  however, 

»  Supra,  {{11)  146,  153. 
t^Mjira,  JJ  156,  176,  177. 

t  Bancroft  MSS. ;  see  further  9upra^  $  146,  for  a  letter  of  Arthur  Lee  to  Dana 
itaokiug  Livingston. 
S  See  i^fra,  title  Fisheries,  Franklin. 
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made  by  Artlim*  Loe,  ou  belialf  of  the  fisheries,  anfouuded  as  it  was, 
was  joined  in  by  Izard,  both  basing  it  on  their  8upiM)sed  knowledge  of 
Franklin's  opposition  to  these  cherished  New  England  interests;  and 
it  was  through  tliis,  as  well  as  through  other  influences,  that  the  strong 
vote  against  Livingston  was  secured. 

Hu  poUoy  M  secretary.        §  182.  Livingstou,  though  a  uiuch  yoangcr  man 

than  Franklin,  possessed,  in  his  dispassionateness 
and  his  many  sidedness,  not  a  few  of  Franklin's  characteristics.  From 
his  prior  administrative  experience  as  royalist  recorder  of  New  York 
he  had  at  Iciist  some  acquaintance  with  practical  government  in 
America ;  his  thorough  studie-s  as  a  scholar  and  jurist  gave  him  a  knowl- 
edge of  administrative  politics  in  other  spheres.  As  secretary  of  for. 
eign  affairs  in  1781-1783,  he  did  more  than  any  one  in  the  home  gov- 
ernment in  shaping  its  foreign  policy.  But  the  system  he  indicate«l 
was,  as  will  be  seen,  not  the  ^^  militia"  system  of  unsophisticated  im- 
pulse, but  that  which  the  law  of  nations  had  at  the  time  sanctioned  as 
the  best  mode  of  conducting  international  affairs.  His  course  as  sec- 
retary WHS  based  on  the  law  of  nations  as  thus  understood  by  him. 
He  at  once  accepted  Franklin's  position — that  it  was  anwise,  as  well 
as  against  international  usage,  for  the  United  States  to  send  uiinistere 
to  foreign  courts  without  some  intimation  that  they  would  be  received. 
He  saw  that  from  the  nature  of  things  the  then  neutral  courts  of 
Europe  would  not  throw  away  the  advantages  of  their  neutrality  by 
entering  into  an  alliance  with  the  United  States,  which,  as  a  revolution- 
ary republic,  they,  as  absolutists,  could  have  no  desire  to  encourage. 
He  therefore  advised  the  recall  of  Dana,  and  he  opposed  any  further 
efforts  being  made  to  scud  ministers  to  European  courts  by  whom  such 
missions  were  not  invited.  Acting  also  on  the  principle  that  a  minister 
to  a  foreign  court  mu8t  be  a  persona  grata^  and  aware  of  Franklin's 
transcendent  gifts  as  a  negotiator,  as  well  as  of  his  great  acceptability 
to  France,  to  Franklin  ho  gave  his  unwavering  support.  Of  the  unre- 
lenting animosity  to  America  of  the  British  Government  he,  as  well 
as  his  relative  and  friend  Jay,  to  whom  he  was  strongly  attached, 
made  no  question  ;  and  no  part  of  his  diplomatic  work  was  more  labored 
than  that  which  comprised  his  efforts  to  collect  materials,  based  on  tbe 
cruelties  of  the  war,  to  show  that  no  settlement  which  did  not  admit 
independence  was  practicable.  The  alliance  with  France  he  considered 
sacred,  France  having  performed  faithfully  her  engagements  to  us,  and 
we  being  bound  to  perform  faithfully  our  engagements  to  her  j  and  for 
this  reason  he  disapproved  of  the  action  of  the  peace  commissioners  iu 
negotiating  with  England  without  concert  with  France.  Of  his  policy 
his  very  able  papers,  contained  in  the  following  volumes,  are  the  best 
vindication.* 
It  may  be  here  added  that  while  adhering  to  the  ** constructive^  or 


*  See  an  analysis  of  ibom  in  indeZ|  title  Livingston. 
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merely  "  expulsive **  or  "  liberative,'^  be  belonged  to  the  liberal  wing  of 
constractionisiu.  lie  wanted,  it  is  true,  not  simply  to  abolish  the  British 
system,  but  to  establish  a  better  system  in  its  place.  But  the  new  sys- 
tem he  strove  for,  aud  which  he  was  instrumental  in  introducing,  was 
to  be  a  system  of  liberalism,  construing  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  which  he  advocated,  on  all  doubtful  points  in  favor  of  that  view 
which  leaves  to  government  only  such  power  as  the  people  can  not  exer-  ' 
cise  for  themselves. 

The  following  extract  frotu  a  letter,  heretofore  unpublished,  of  Feb- 
ruary 18, 1782,  from  Livingston  to  Harrison,  governor  of  Virginia,  illus- 
trates Livingston's  adhesion  to  diplomacy  as  a  system : 

"  I  do  inynelf  the  honor  to  transmit  your  excellency  several  resolutions  of  Congress 
which,  having  a  reference  lo  the  department  of  foreign  affairs,  are  in  course  to  go 
through  this  office.  The  necessity  of  carrying  them  into  effect  is  too  obvions  to  dq^I 
observations.  While  we  hold  an  intercourse  with  civilized  natioud  wo  uiU5^  conform 
to  laws  which  humanity  has  established  and  which  custom  hafuconsocratcd  among 
them.  On  this  the  rights  which  the  United  Stu^^rtir 'tbeir  citizens  may  claim  in 
foreign  countries  must  be  founded.  The  resohrtion  (No.  2)  passed  Congress  in  conse- 
quence of  a  convention  about  to  beoonoluded  between  his  roost  christian  majesty  and 
iho  United  States  of  America,  which  affords  an  additional  reason  for  paying  it  the 
earliest  attention.  Your  eicelleucy  and  the  legislature  will  see  the  propriety  of 
rendering  the  laws  on  these  subjects  as  simple  aud  the  execution  of  them  as  expedi* 
tious  as  possible,  since  foreigners,  who  are  the  great  object  of  them,  are  easily  dis- 
gusteil  at  complex  systems  which  they  liud  a  difliculty  in  understanding,  aud  the 
honor  and  peace  of  a  nation  are  fre(|ueutly  as  much  wouuded  by  delay  as  by  a  denial 
of  justice." 

For  the  above  I  am  indebted  to  Mr.  Dreer,  of  Philadelphia. 

Robert  Morris  jiMiiiticaiMraer       §  133,  iiol>ert  Morris,  froHi  whom  cauie  a  scHes 

of  letters,  given  in  the  following  volumes,  not 
merely  exhibiting  the  true  principles  of  finance  on  which  alone  a  solid 
government  itouhl  be  built  up,  but  presenting  to  France,  as  our  only 
reliable  European  ally,  the  grounds  on  wliicli  her  financial  aid  could  be 
claimed,  was  born  in  England  in  1734.  Coming  to  Philadelphia  in  1747 
he  entered  as  a  clerk  in  the  house  of  Charles  Willing,  then  talking  the 
lead  in  the  foreign  connncrco  of  the  Colonics.  13y  his  business  genius, 
as  well  as  b}'  his  activity  and  lldelity,  Morris  was,  when  hociimo  of  age, 
promoted  to  a  partnership  in  this  house ;  and  he  soon  became  remarka- 
ble not  only  for  his  fertility  of  expedients  and  for  his  integrity,  but  for 
his  knowledge  of  the  commercial  relations  of  the  old  world  as  well  as  of 
the  new,  and  for  his  eminent  powers  of  political  as  well  as  Qnancial  or- . 
ganization.  He  opposed  the  sUimp  act ;  and  though  in  so  doing  he  acted 
greatly  against  his  business  interests,  he  signed  the  non-importation 
agreement  of  17G5.  As  a  delegate  to  the  Continental  Congress  of  1776- 
'7Gy  while  at  flrst  he  opposed  the  Declaration  of  Independence  as  prema- 
ture, he  signed  that  paper  when  it  wns  agreed  on,  and  from  that  time 
onward  he  gave  without  stint  his  time,  his  money,  and  his  credit  to 
the  revolutionary  cause.    Elected  in  February,  1781,  to  the  superiu- 
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M  remedial  "school  of  politics,  as  distingaiehed- from  that  whioh-^as. 
tendency  of  finance,*,  he  entered  at  once  into  the  work  of  redacing  into 
system  the  monetary  affairs  of  the  country,  which  had  been  thrown  into 
almost  desperate  confusion  by  the  failure  of  the  States  to  comply  with 
requisitions  on  them,  by  the  loss  of  value  of  the  paper  money  which 
Congress  had  lavishly  issued,  and  by  the  unwillingness  of  capitalists  at 
home  and  abroad  to  lend  money  to  a  government  whose  finances  were 
so  recklessly  managed.  Of  his  financial  policy  a  sketch  will  be  given 
in  the  next  section.  To  his  consummate  ability  as  an  administrator  a 
brief  tribute  has  been  already  paid,  t  and  the  bitterness  of  the  congres- 
sional opposition  to  him  has  been  also  noticed.}    Under  the  impression 

*  Oa  Feb.  81,  1781,  Juiie»,  oao  of  the  Virginia  delegation,  wrote  to  Washington 
«  (Letters  of  Joseph  Jones,  by  Ford,  p.  69):  "Yesterday  Mr.  Morris,  wlihoni  a  Tots 
;igainst  him  (thongh  8.  A.  [Samaol  Adams]  and  his  colleague  Ghmfiral  W.  [ Ariemas 
Ward]  declined  to  ballot),  was  chosen  financier." 

iSupraf  (  4.  Washington,  Franklin,  and  Hamilton  were  earnest  in  their  expression 

of  conviction  of  Morris'  supreme' qaalifioations  for  the  post.    (1  Belles'  Financial  His- 

^       tory,  2G8);  and  see  index,  Washington,  Franklin,  and  Morris;  8 Lodge's  Hamilton, 

86 ;  as  to  Edward  Everett's  high  opinion  of  him,  see  33  North  American  Review,  4*3. 

X  Supra,  i  14.  The  opposition  to  him  was  headed  by  Samuel  Adams  and  Riehanl  H. 
Leo,  and  was  due  in  part  to  personal  antagonism,  in  part  to  that  dread  of  a  oo^rdiiiate 
executive  which  led  these  eminent  men  to  oppose  both  Washington  and  Franklin. 
Madison's  views  of  the  attacks  on  Morris  are  thus  given : 

"  My  charity,  I  own,  can  not  invent  an  excuse  for  the  prepense  malice  with  which 
the  character  and  services  of  this  gentleman  (Robert  Morris)  are  murdered.  I  am 
persuaded  that  he  accepted  bis  office  from  motives  which  were  honorable  and  patriotic 
I  have  seen  no  proof  of  misfeasance.  I  have  hoard  many  charges  which  were  palpa- 
bly erroneous.  I  have  known  others,  somewhat  suspicious,  vanish  ou  examination. 
Every  mem1>cr  in  Congress  must  be  sensible  of  the  beuf  Gt  which  has  accrued  to  tbo 
public  from  his  administration  ;  no  intelligent  raau  out  of  Congress  cau  be  altogether 
insensible  of  it.  The  court  of  France  has  testifled  its  satisfaction  at  his  api>ointraeDt, 
which  I  really  believe  lessoned  its  repugnance  to  lend  us  money.  These  considerations 
will  make  me  cautious  in  lending  an  ear  to  the  suggestions  even  of  the  impartial ;  to 
those  of  known  and  vindictive  enemies,  very  incredulous."  (Madison  to  Randolph, 
June  4,  1782,  1  Madison  Papers,  137.) 

From  an  anonymous  letter,  intercepted'  by  the  British,  dated  Princeton,  Aug.  5, 
1783,  from  *'  a  member  of  Congress,"  the  movements  against  Morris,  in  which  the 
writer  was  engagoil,  are  described  with  much  vivacity,  and  it  is  shown  that  the  same 
members  who  wore  endeavoring  get  rid  of  Franklin  were  endeavoring  to  get  rid  of 
Morris.  In  the  manuscript  copy  of  this  letter  among  Mr.  Bancroft's  papers  it  is 
attributed  to  Stephen  Iligginson,  of  Massaohusetls.  (Bancroft's  MSS.,  1783,  2,  331.) 
This  information  given  in  the  letter  is  referred  t'O  by  Sir  Guy  Carleton,  in  whose  hands 
it  fell,  in  a  manuscript  dispatch  to  Lord  North,  of  Aug.  29,  1783,  in  which  Morris* 
proposed  resignation  is  noticed. 

Henry  Laurens'  hostility  to  Morris,  at  least  in  the  early  part  of  his  public  services, 
is  noticed  in  the  life  of  Morris  in  Sanderson's  Biography  of  the  Signers,  343. 

To  Washington,  in  April,  1782,  Hamilton  thus  wrote: 

"  Morris  certainly  deserves  a  great  deal  from  his  country.  I  believe  no  man  in  this 
country  but  himself  could  have  kept  the  money  machine  agoing  during  the  period 
he  has  been  in  office.  From  everything  that  appears  his  administration  has  been 
upright  as  well  as  able.  The  truth  i»,  the  old  leaven  of  Veane  and  Lee  is  at  thi$  day  work- 
ing againet  Mr.  Morris,  Ho  happened  in  that  dispute  to  have  been  on  the  side  of  DeanSj 
and  certain  inen  can  never  forgive  him,    A  man  whom  I  once  esteemed  and  whom  I 
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that  this  opposition  conhl  not  be  overcome  by  him  so  as  to  enable  him 
to  carry  out  the  policy  on  \yliich  he  entered,  he  announced,  on  January 
24, 1783,  his  intention  to  resign.*  A  reaction,  however,  taking  place  in 
his  &vor,  he  was  induced  to  remain  until  November,  1784.  He  was  a 
member  of  the  convention  which  framed  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  and  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  Pennsylvania  from  1788 
to  1795,  declining  the  position  of  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  to  which  he 
was  nominated  by  Washington.  Of  princely  liberality  in  the  disposal 
of  a  large  fortune  he  had  acquired,  ho  went  towards  the  close  of  his  life 
into  unsuccessful  business  ventures.  Had  he  when  in  ofllce  used  his 
high  position  for  personal  speculation  he  would  have  largely  increased 
his  fortune.  Had  he  kept  up,  concurrently  with  his  ofllcial  employment, 
his  private  business,  his  matchless  sagacity,  his  great  industry,  and  his 
high  creilit  would  have  enabled  him  to  continue  as  the  leading  and  the 
most  opnlent  merchant  in  the  land.  But  when  holding  public  oilice  he- 
retired  absolutely  from  private  businesG;  and  whbn  he  resumed  business 
again,  the  powers  that  had  adjusted  themselves  to  a  field  in  which  the 
forces  of  the  civilized  world  were  combatants  proved,  aside  from  a 
weakening  of  his  faculties  from  other  causes,!  unfittc^l  to  take  up  tlie 
threads  of  the  counting-room.  The  result  was  utter  breaking  down  and 
utter  insolvency.  But  this  cloud  should  not  be  permitted  to  obscure  his 
splendid  services  during  the  war.  lie  had  rising  before  his  eyes, 
even  when  the  battle  was  fiercest,  the  "  goodly  fabric,"  as  Washing- 
ton called  it,  of  constitutional  liberty ;  and  of  this  fabric  one  of  the  chief 
pillars  was  tliat  of  financial  honor.  To  him  also,  next  to  Franklin,  is  duo 
the  maintenance  of  the  French  alliance,  since  it  was  by  his  effort  that 
Congress  and  the  State  legislatures  were  induced  to  take  action  as  to 
taxation,  which  enabled  the  French  Government  to  see  that  the  United 
States  would  meet  their  obligations  in  good  faith.  He  died  in  Philadel- 
phia on  May  8,  180G,  a  few  months  after  the  death  of  William  Pitt  the 
younger,  with  whom  in  some  respects  he  may  bo  compared.  Both  had 
great  financial  abilities,  and  both  dealt  with  finance  in  relation  to  public 
affairs.  Pitt,  however,  through  his  surrender  against  his  ow^i  judgment 
to  the  an  ti- revolution  crusade  of  high  toryism,  involved  his  country  in  an 
enormous  debt,  and,  by  placing  England  in  the  ranks  of  continental  ab- 
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rather  snpposo  duped  than  wickod,  is  tlio  bocoihI  actor  in  tkis  business.''  (8  Lod^ro^rt 
Hamilton,  113.    See  also  0  Potter's  Am.  Monthly,  19,  10:{;  14  Atlantic  Monthly,  51)1.) 

In  Moore's  Materials  for  History,  first  series  (1861),  70,  is  given  Robert  Morris'  letter 
of  Deo.  2G,  1777,  to  Henry  Laurens,  explaining  his  relations  to  Thomas  Morris  down 
to  the  latter's  death.  This  letter  will  be  found  tn/ra,  under  its  proper  date,  and  is 
well  worth  study. 

In  the  Sanderson's  Biography  of  the  Signers  of  the  Declaration  of  Independence  is 
given  an  excellent  life  of  Morris,  p.  338  jT-  In  the  largo  body  of  letters  to  and  from 
Morris  given  in  the  following  volumes  will  be  found  the  most  exact  informatioa 
obtainable  of  his  career  as  the  financier  of  the  Revolution. 

^  See  index,  title  Morris,  for  correspondcnco. 

t  As  to  Morris'  decay  of  faculties,  see  G  Potter's  Am.  Monthly,  19,  103. 
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solutism,  proveu tod  her  from  exercisiug  that  liberal  inflaoDce  on  Fmiioe 
which  might  have  averted  that  imperialism  which,  whoa  he  was  dying, 
he  saw  supreme.  Morris,  ou  the  other  hand,  devoted  himself  not  from 
enthusiasm  but  from  a  souse  of  justice,  to  the  liberal  causA;  and  so 
successful  were  his  services,  that  when  death  approached  hiin  lie  was 
able  to  see  the  debts  by  which  the  nation  was  crushed  when  ho  took 
office,  almost  eotirely  liquidated  by  the  system  of  finance  he  had  estab- 
lished. Both  died  insolvent.  Pitt's  debts  were  paid  by  Parliameut, 
and  there  was  erected  in  Westminster  Abbey  a  monument  of  him  in 
which  his  haughty  features  stand  out  in  marble  against  the  wall  from 
which  in  sculpture  the  eagle  eye  of  his  great  father  looks  down.  It  is 
not  creditable  to  the  United  States  that  no  monument  has  been  erected 
to  Morris ;  and  it  is  still  less  creditable  to  the  State  of  Pennsylvania 
that  she  took  no  measures  to  relieve  the  then  greatest  of  her  citiseos 
from  an  indebtedness  fqr  which  he  for  a  time  had  been  confined  in  a 
debtor's  prison.  '       -^. 

servircji  in  byiwing  up  the       §  184,  Morris,  as  has  already  been  noticed,*  be- 

fliiniiccs   of  tlio    united  ^  '  '^  ' 

^<»t«^  longed,  from  his  training  as  well  as  from  his  mental 

structure,  to  the  constructive  as  distinguishetl  from 
the  merely  ex2>u1sive  or  liberative  school  of  our  revolutionary  states- 
men, and  to  him,  with  Washington  and  Franklin,  and  with  Livingston 
and  Jay,  is  due  the  honor  of  gradually  evolving,  even  during  the  throes 
of  the  Revolution,  the  system  of  executive  and  legislative  co-ordinancy 
which  afterwards  became  the  basis  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
StatCvS.  To  him  also  is  due  the  establishment,  on  sound  principles,  of 
a  permanent  department  of  finance,  which,  tremendous  as  were  the 
difficulties  with  which  it  had  to  contend,  kept  off  the  absolute  ruin  which 
was  impending,  and  opened  the  way  for  a  final  restoration  of  credit. 
Morris'  financial  policy  may  be  thus  summed  up: 

(1)  Contraction  of  the  volume  of  government  paper,  and  in  this  to 
gradually  compel  the  payment  of  taxes  in  specie. 

(2)  Abandonment  of  the  old  system  of  supplying  the  army  by  for- 
warding specific  articles  obtained  from  the  States  and  substituting  for 
it  supplies  by  contract. 

(3)  The  use  of  his  own  <^  splendid  credit,  which  he  often  stretched  to 
the  utmost,  but  never  abused.  At  one  time  he  requested  General 
Schuyler  to  furnish  the  army  with  fiour,  agreeing  to  be  personally  re- 
sponsible; at  another  ho  obtsuned  funds  from  the  commander  of  the 
French  fleet  to  pay  the  Amcriciin  army  upon  his  individual  promise  to 
return  the  same  within  .a  s[)cciric  i)eriod,  and  many  other  transactions 
like  these  might  bo  related.  In  no  instance  did  he  fail  to  fulfill  his 
])romise,  though  on  several  occasions  he  seemed  to  be  near  the  brink 
of  failure.  At  flrnt  the  people  of  the  Eiistorn  States  distrusted  Morris' 
ability  to  redeem  his  obligations,  which  consequently  depreciated  from 


*  Supra,  $  14. 
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10  to  15  per  cent.  Ere  long  thoy  rose  in  value  to  par,  and  were  taken 
without  hesitation."  *  lu  this  way  he  provided  the  funds  for  the  cam- 
paign which  culminated  at  Yorktown,  and  a  large  part  of  the  armament 
for  that  campaign,  ^*  together  with  the  expense  of  provisions  for  and 
pay  of  the  troops,  wi\8  accomplished  on  the  personal  credit  of  Bobert 
Morris,  who  issued  his  notes  to  the  amount  of  $1,400,000,  which  were 
dually  all  paid.^t 

(4)  Immense  reduction  of  revenue  expenditures ;  for  while  the  depart- 
ment of  state  was  left  with  three  clerks,  there  were  many  hundreds  of 
agents  and  subagents  who  had  been  employed  in  buying  and  distrib- 
nting  supplies.  ''  In  a  single  day  were  brushed  of!'  one  hundred  and 
forty-six  supernumerary  officers,  who  for  a  long  period  had  been  suck- 
ing their  nourishment  from  the  nation.  Expenses  were  greatly  reduced 
in  the  quartermaster's,  commissaries'  of  provisions  and  military  stores, 
in  the  hospital,  and  in  every  department"! 

(5)  Reduction  of  public  indebtedness  to  a  specie  basis. 

(6)  Such  a  presentation,  by  letters,  of  the  llnances  of  the  country  as 
led  to  increased  energy  in  State  taxation,  and  produced  a  strong  argu- 
ment on  which  an  appeal  for  foreign  loans  could  be  rested. 

(7)  The  eatablishmeut  sis  a  war  measure  of  a  national  bank  as  a  sixecie- 
paying  institution,  made  so  by  the  use  of  his  personal  credit. 

«*  Thosudden  restoration  of  public  and  private  credit  which  took  i)lace 
on  the  establishment  of  the  bank  was  an  event  as  ex  tiaordinary  in  itself 
as  any  domestic  occurrence  during  the  progress  of  the  devolution." 
Morris'  credit§  led  to  the  reception  in  its  vaults  of  specie  both  in  pay- 
ment of  stock  subscri))tions  and  as  deposits.  Within  four  months  after 
it  was  opened  it  was  able  to  loan  Congress  $400,000.  The  circulation 
of  the  bank,  paid  in  specie  and  kept  at  par,  was  of  immense  value  in 
increasing  the  volume  of  currency  and  restoring  ))ublic  confidence.  The 
bank,  it  must  be  remembered,  was  designed  to  be  a  government  fiscal 
(igent,  and  its  operations  were  limited  to  this  sphere,  with  the  liberty 
3f  issuing  redeemable  paper  to  the  government  when  making  its  loans. 

The  following,  from  Robert  Morris,  was  printed  in  the  Independent 
[gazetteer  of  April  8,  1788 : 

"  To  the  printer  of  the  Independent  Gazetteer,  Philadelphia : 

'*  Richmond,  2\st  March^  1788. 
"Sir:  From  some  of  your  Gnzetton  which  havo  lately  reachtMl  me,  and  particularly 
rrom  one  of  the  13th  instant,  I  find  that  I  am  charged  as  a  puhlic  defauKcr  to  a  very 
considerable  amount.  This  assertion  is  made  to  support  a  charge  against  the  federal 
[i^oustitatiouy  which  those  writers  say  is  calculated  to  screen  defaulters  from  justice. 
iVithoat  pretending  to  inquire  whether  the  Constitution  he,  in  this  respect,  misun 
lerstood  or  tuisrepreseutod,  1  readily  agree  that  if,  on  fair  investigation,  that  fault 
ihall  really  appear,  an  amendment  ought  to  be  made. 


•  1  Bolles'  Financial  History,  285.     See,  for  reference,  index,  tiMo  Morris. 

t  Judge  Peters,  in  0  Potter's  Amer.  Monthly,  22. 

X  1  BoUes'  Financial  History,  299. 

(  Sanderson's  Biography  of  Signers  of  the  Declaration,  351. 
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"Isiauil  charged  iu  a  twofold  capacity:  First,  as  a  chairman  of  oommlitaes  of 
Congress,  aud,  socoudly,  as  superintendcDt  of  the  tinances.  But  it  so  happeos  that 
in  neither  of  those  capacities  did  I  ever  .touch  one  shilling  of  the  pablio  money. 

"At  an  early  period  of  the  Revolution  I  contracted  with  the  committees  to  import 
arms,  ammunition,  and  clothing,  and  was  employed  to  export  American  prodnoe  and 
maico  remittances  on  account  of  the  United  States  for  the  purpose  of  lodging  fands 
in  Europe.  To  eiTect  those  objects  I  received  considerable  sums  of  money.  The 
business  has  been  performed,  but  the  accounts  are  not  yet  sottleil.  Among  the  various 
causes  which  have  hitherto  delayed  the  settlement  I  shall  only  mention  hero  that  I 
have  not  yet  been  able  to  obtain  the  required  vouchers  for  delivery  of  articles  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  America,  nor  the  duplicates  of  some  accounts  aud  other  needful  papers 
which  were  lost  at  sea  during  the  war.  It  was  my  intention  to  have  gone  in  peivm 
to  New  York,  where  alone  (since  the  removal  of  Congress)  this  business  can  be  finally 
adjusted ;  but  circumstances  unexpected  obliged  me  to  come  to  this  country.  I  there- 
fore employed  a  gentleman  to  procee<l  on  the  settlement  of  those  accounts,  but  during 
the  investigation  obstacles  arose  which  he  was  not  sufQciently  acquainted  with  the 
transactions  to  remove ;  aud  as  some  of  the  deficient  vouchers  are  to  be  obtained  in 
this  State  and  South  Carolina,  he  came  on  hither,  and  is  now  iu  pursuit  of  them.  I 
have  indeed  been  loss  solicitous  on  this  subject  thau  otherwise  I  should  have  been 
from  the  conviction  that  there  is  a  balance  in  my  favor,  so  that  no  charge  could 
Justly  lie  against  my  reputation.  Nor  could  my  interest  suffer  by  the  delay,  for  the 
date  of  a  certificate  to  be  received  for  the  balance  was  immaterial. 

"As  superintendent  of  the  finances  I  have  no  accounts  to  settle.  As  I  never  reedved 
any  of  the  public  money  none  of  it  can  be  in  my  hands.  It  was  rcoeived  in  and  paid 
from  the  public  treasury  on  my  warrants.  The  party  to  whom  it  was  paid*  was 
account-able ;  and  the  accounts  were  all  in  the  treasury  office,  open  (dnring  my  admin- 
istration) to  the  inspection  of  every  American  citizen.  The  only  point  of  responsi- 
bility, therefore,  in  which  I  can  possibly  stand  is  for  the  propriety  of  issues  to  others 
by  my  authority.  It  in  true  that  I  caused  a  statomeut  of  the  receipts  and  expendi- 
tures to  be  made  and  printed,  but  this  was  not  by  any  means  intended  for  a  settle- 
ment with  Congress,  but  to  bo  transmitted  by  them  (if  thoy  should  think  proper)  to 
the  several  States ;  for  I  have  ever  been  of  the  opinion  that  the  people  ought  to  know 
how  much  of  tlioir  money  goes  into  the  public  treasury  and  for  what  purposes  it  in 
issued.  Perhaps  some  persons  may  remember  that,  in  conformity  to  this  opinion,  I 
caused  the  receipts  (even  dnring  the  war)  to  be  published  (monthly)  in  the  gazettes; 
and  the  expenditures,  as  I  have  already  mentioned,  were  open  to  public  inspection. 
This  mode  of  conduct  was  reprehended  by  some,  and  perhaps  justly.  My  fellow-citi- 
zens will  judge  whether  it  looks  like  the  concealment  of  a  public  defaulter.  As  to 
the  suggestion  that  the  United  States  in  Congress  were  influenced  by  me  to  neglect 
the  duty  of  calling  me  to  account,  1  shall  not  attempt  to  refute  if.  Every  man  who 
feels  for  the  dignity  of  Auierica  must  revolt  at  such  an  insult  to  her  representatives. 

'*  Before  I  conclude  I  think  it  necessary  to  apologize  for  having  written  this  letter 
to  all  who  may  take  the  trouble  of  reading  it.  A  newspaper  is  certainly  an  improper 
place  for  stating  and  settling  public  accounts,  especially  those  which  are  already 
before  the  proper  tribunal,  but  I  thought  it  in  some  sort  a  duty  to  take  notice  of 
charges  which,  if  not  controverted,  might  have  influenced  weak  minds  to  oppose  the 
Constitution.  This  was  at  least  the  ostensible  reason  for  bringing  me  forward  on  the 
present  occasion.  With  what  decency  or  propriety  it  has  been  done  I  leave  to  the 
reflection  of  the  authors.  Their  exultation  on  my  Mosses  and  crosses'  is  character 
istic.  To  every  pleasure  which  can  arise  from  the  gratification  of  such  passions  they 
are  heartily  welcome ;  and  the  more  so  as  I  hope  and  expect  the  enjoyment  will  be  of 
short  duration. 

'•RoBBRT  Morris.*'* 

*  Kur  a  sketch  of  the  life  of  Robert  Morris  by  Mrs.  C.  H.  Hart,  see  1  Penn.  Mag.  of 
History,  333. 
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c.  w.  F.  ?««•«'  dipiomaUo  §  1^5.  Obarlcs  WjJJfflin  Frederick  Damas,  numer- 
ous let<"!*r?  /iora  wboin  will  bo  found  in  tbe  follow- 
ing piHs^^Y  v^'^^  >^  native  of  Hwitzerlaiid,  but  be  passed  a  largo  portion 
of  his  life  in  Holland,  cbiofly  employed  as  a  man  of  letters.  He  was  a 
person  of  deep  learning,  versed  in  the  ancient  classics,  and  skilled  in 
several  modern  languages,  a  warm  friend  of  liberty,  and  an  early  de- 
fender of  tbe  American  cause.  About  tbe  year  1770,  or  a  little  later, 
he  published  an  edition  of  Vattel,  with  a  long  preface  and  notes,  which 
were  marked  with  his  liberal  sentiments. 

When  Dr.  Franklin  was  in  Holland,  on  his  way  to  France,  a  short 
time  before  his  return  to  his  own  country,  at  the  bcginuing  of  tbe  Kev- 
olution,  he  became  acquainted  with  M.  Dumas.  Having  thus  witnessed 
his  ability,  his  love  of  freedom,  and  his  zeal  in  favor  of  America,  he 
considered  him  a  suitable  person  to  act  as  agent  in  promoting  our 
affairs  abroad.  Towards  the  close  of  the  year  1775,  when  the  committee 
of  secret  correspondence  was  formed,  of  which  Dr.  Franklin  was  chair- 
man, it  was  resolved  to  employ  AI.  Dumas  for  executing  the  purposes 
of  the  ctmimittee  in  Holland.  A  letter  of  general  instructions  was  ac- 
conlingly  written  to  him  by  Dr.  Franklin  in  the  name  of  tbe  committee, 
and  from  that  time  M.  Dumas  commenced  a  correspondence  with  Con 
gross,  which  continued  without  interruption  during  the  Revolution,  and 
occasionally  to  a  much  later  period.  He  acted  at  first  iis  a  secret  agent, 
and  after  John  Adams  went  to  Holland  as  minister  plenipotentiary  from 
the  United  States  M.  Dumas  pojformed  the  office  of  secretary  and  trans- 
lator to  the  minister.  On  the  departure  of  Mr.  Adams  for  Paris,  to 
engage  in  the  negotiations  for  peace,  M.  Dumas  remained  in  the  char- 
acter of  charg6  d'affaires  from  the  United  States.  In  this  capacity 
he  exchanged  with  the  Dutch  Government  the  ratification  of  the  treaty 
which  hatl  been  previously  negotiated  by  Mr.  Adams. 

It  will  be  seen  by  M.  Dumas'  correspondence  that  his  services  were 
unremitting,  assiduous,  and  important,  and  performed  with  a  singular 
devotedness  to  the  interests  of  the  United  States,  and  with  a  warm 
and  nndeviating  attachment  to  the  rights  and  liberties  for  which  they 
were  contending.  Congress  seems  not  to  have  well  understood  the 
extent  or  iilerits  of  his  labors.  He  was  obliged  often  to  complain  of  the 
meager  compensation  ho  received,  and  of  the  extreme  diiBcnUy  with 
which  he  and  his  small  family  contrived  to  subsist  on  it.  Both  Mr. 
Adams  and  Dr.  Franklin  recommended  him  to  Congress  as  wortby  of 
better  returns,  but  with  little  effect.  This  indifference  to  his  worth  and 
bis  services  while  living  renders  it  the  more  Just  that  his  memory 
should  be  honored  with  the  respect  and  gratitudo  of  posterity. 

M.  Dumas  wfis  still  living  in  1794,  when  Mr.  John  Quincy  Adams 
went  to  Holland  as  minister  from  this  country,  but  ho  died  soon  after- 
wards at  an  advanced  age.* 


v 


•  5  Sparks*  Dip.  Rev.  Corr.,  185. 
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Of  Dumas  Parton  thus  vivt^s: 

"Dariug  one  of  his  Tiaits  to  HoUand  he'^V^vikkliu)  had  become  ftcqnainted  with 
Professor  Charles  W.  F.  Dumas,  a  native  of  Switzerland,  wno  bteft  luif g  randea  it* 
The  Hague,  and  much  ftequouted  the  circle  of  diplomatists  who  dawdled  awaj  exist- 
ence at  that  sedate  capital.  Mr.  Dumas,  who  had  made  international  law  his  spe- 
cialty, rocalle<l  himself  vcr^'  acceptably  t-o  Dr.  Franklin  in  the  autnmn  of  1775,  by 
sending  him  copies  of  Vattel,  edited  and  annotated  by  himself;  a  most  timely  gift, 
which  was  pounced  upon  by  studions  members  of  Congress,  groping  their  way  with- 
out the  light  of  precedents.  To  him  Dr.  Franklin  addressed  the  first  letter  author- 
ized by  the  committee  of  secret  correspondence."* 

Dumas,  as  has  been  seen,  was  charged  by  Arthur  Lee  with  corruiv 
tion,t  and  by  both  Arthur  and  William  Lee  his  services  were  constantly 
undervalued.  On  the  other  hand«  Franklin  had  entire  confidence  in 
Dumas,  as  is  exhibited  in  the  voluminous  correspondence  m  the  follow- 
ing pages.|  By  Jei!'erson,  who,  as  minister  to  France  after  the  peace, 
had  full  opportunity  of  becoming  acquainted  with  Dumas'  services, 
those  services  are  spoken  of  in  high  terms,  and  his  loyalty  as  well  as 
his  intelligence  uniformly  commended.§ 

John  Adams,  during  his  residence  at  The  Hague,  placeil  his  house  under  the  care  of 
Dumas  and  his  family,  and  many  years  afterwards  Adams  in  a  letter  to  Meroy 
Warren  (July  30,  1807),  in  reply  to  a  statement  of  Mrs.  Warren  that  '*  he  took 
lo4lgings  at  Amsterdam  for  several  months  at  the  house  of  Mr.  Dumas,  a  man  of  some 
mercantile  interest,  considerable  commercial  knowletlge,  not  acquainted  with  man- 
ners or  letters,  but  much  attached  to  the  Americans  from  the  general  predilection  of 
Dutchmen  in  favor  of  republicanism,''  thus  writes  : 

**  Mr.  Dumas  uever  lived  in  Amsterdam.  Mr.  Dumas  never  was  a  merchant.  Mr. 
Dumas  never  had  any  morcantilc  interest.  If  Mr.  Dumas  had  any  commercial 
knowledge,  it  was  moroly  tlioorctical  and  such  asovory  man  of  reading  and  reflection 
and  knowledge  of  the  world  possesses.  Mr.  Dnmaswnsa  man  of  the  world,  and  well 
acquainted  with  manners.  Mr.  Dumas  wnsso  much  a  man  of  lotteni,  that  he  was  one 
of  the  most  accomplished  classical  scholars  that  1  have  been  acquainted  with,  and 
had  taken  as  general  a  survey  of  ancient  and  niodorn  science  as  most  of  the  profess- 
ors of  the  univorRitics  of  l*]uropo  or  America.  Ho  was  indeed  much  attached  to  the 
Americans,  but  from  bettor  motives  nnd  more  knowledge  than  'the  general  predi- 
lection of  Dutchmen  in  favor  of  republicanism.'  Such  was  Mr.  Dumas.  He  always 
lived  at  The  Hague,  at  least  from  my  first  knowledge  of  him  till  his  death  at  npwanls 
of  four  score.  He  Imd  boon  in  England  before  our  Revolution  and  Dr.  Franklin  had 
been  in  Holland,  in  both  of  wbicli  countries  Dr.  Franklin  and  Mr.  Dumas  had  become 
acfiiiainted  and  attached  in  friendship  to  eacli  other.  •  •  •  Mr.  Dumas  corre- 
sponded also  with  CongrosSi  and  ho  woe  allowed  three  hundred  pounds  sterling  a  year 
for  his  services." 


•  2  Parton's  Franklin,  111. 

t  Supra,  ^  147. 

t  See  index,  titles  Dumns,  Franklin;  and  8  Sparks'  Franklin,  448,  452,  41^ 

i  1  JofTorson's  Writings  (by  Washington)  r»G8;  2  wl^,  287,  3CC;  3  td.,  XU. 
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CHAPTER  XVIII 

« 

JONATHAN  WILLIAMS-SAMUEL  WHARTON, 

joMibao  wniume' early  his.        §  186.  Jouathau  Williams,  whose  uaineappears 

in  these  volumes  as  Americau  ageut  at  Nantes^-. 
aD(]  2LB  Frauklin's  assistant  iu  some  of  (he  most  critical  periods  of  our 
diplomatic  career,  became  emiuent  iu  the  subsequeut  history  of  the 
country  as  head  of  the  Engineer  Corps  of  the  United  States,  first  super- 
intendent of  the  West  Point  Academy,  and  organizer  of  the  military 
defenses  of  New  York  and  Philaxlelphia  before  the  war  of  1812.  Of 
this  remarkable  man,  almost  as  versatile  as  his  uncle,  Franklin,  and 
distinguished  for  high  integrity  and  great  business  efliciency,  as  well  as 
military  skill.  General  CuUum,  in  his  work  on  the  Campaigns  of  18I2-'15 
(I)p.  \2j  13),  gives  an  elaborate  notice,  from  which  the  following  intro- 
ductory passages  are  taken : 

"General  Jouathan  Williams,  the  first  siiperinteudont  of  the  Military  Academy,  is 
00  i«1entiflod  with  its  early  strng^Ies,  and  by  his  noble  character  so  fashioned  the 
fuiare  of  hW  pupils,  particularly  those  of  bis  own  corps,  our  American  engineers  who 
participated  in  the  war  of  1812-45  against  Great  nritain,  that  we  must  enter  some- 
what into  the  details  of  his  biography,  though,  for  reasons  which  will  appear,  he  took 
no  active  part  in  our  second  struggle  for  independence. 

"Jonathan  Williams  was  born  May  2G,  1750,  in  Boston,  Massachusetts.  His  father, 
of  the  same  name,  was  a  much -respected  merchant,  largely  engaged  in  the  West  India 
trade;  was  a  staunch  whig,  and  among  the  foremost  patriots  who  took  part  in  the 
struggle  of  the  colonists  against  the  mother  country ;  was  moderator  iu  1773  of  the 
roemorable  meetings  at  Faneuil  Hall  to  forbid  the  landing  of  the  tea,  subsequently 
thrown  into  the  harbor;  and  in  1775  became  a  fugitive  from  Boston,  then  occupied 
by  British  troops,  who  burned  hisstore  and  seized  all  his  property,  ilis  mother,  Grace 
Williams  {n^e  Harris),  a  lady  of  good  abilities  and  cultivated  tastes,  was  the  niece 
of  the  celebrated  Dr.  Benjamin  Franklin. 

'*  Young  Williams  received  a  good  English  education,  but  before  it  was  completed 
he  was  placed  in  his  father's  counting-house,  to  be  brought  up  as  a  merchunt.  He 
was  an  intelligent  and  studiouH  boy,  devoting  all  his  leisure  to  the  acquirement  of 
knowledge,  thus  obtaining  a  considerable  proficiency  in  tlio  classics,  and  a  ready  and 
familiar  acquaintance  with  the  French  language  without  even  a  master,  his  father 
refusing  him  one  because  of  his  dislike  to  French  principles.  Williams'  letters  from 
the  West  Indies  and  many  parts  of  Europe  where  he  traveled  display  his  maturity 
of  judgment,  excellent  business  faculties,  and  clear  conception  of  men  and  things. 

"  He  went  to  England  in  1770,  taking  up  his  residence  with  his  grandnncle.  Dr. 
Franklin,  to  whom  he  made  himself  very  useful  by  putting  his  accounts  in  complete 
order;  a  labor  so  highly  appreciated  by  Franldin  that  he  presented  to  Williams  a 
handsome  gold  watch,  upon  receiving  which  he  remarked  that  ho  would  much  prefer 
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the  doctor's  old  one,  which  was  given  to  him  and  is  now  a  family  heirloom.    Ever  after 
he  was  a  great  favorite  of  his  granduiicle. 

'*  He  returned  to  Boston  in  1771,  where  he  was  engaged  for  three  years  in  meroaa- 
tile  pursuits.  Just  after  the  famous  Boston  'tea  party'  of  Decern  her  16,  1773^  ho 
again  went  to  England." 

SorvlcoeaB  agent  In  Fmnco.  §  I37,   WhoU  io  Ellglaud,  iu  1773,  Williamstook 

decided  ground  on  the  American  side,  and  Gen- 
eral Cullom  gives  an  animated  letter  from  liim  narrating  a  visit  with 
Franklin  to  Dartmouth,  and  a  conversation  with  Dartmouth  as  to  the 
tea  riots,  and  as  to  the  patriots'  meeting  at  Faneuil  Hall,  at  which 
Williams'  father  presided.  On  the  breaking  out  of  the  war  he  left 
England  to  join  Franklin  in  Paris,  intending  to  remain  there  iu  Frank- 
lin's service  or  to  proceed  to  the  United  States.  Being  an  admirable 
accountant,  he  was  placed  by  Franklin  and  Deane  in  charge  of  prizes 
and  men-of-war  belonging  to  the  United  Btates,  an  office  within  their 
gift.*  This  brought  him  into  close  relations  with  Thomas  Morris,  whose 
misconduct  as  commercial  agent  at  l^antcs  is  elsewhere  noticed,  and 
whose  career  of  dissipation,  terminated  by  an  early  wretched  death, 
brought  much  misery  to  his  family  as  well  as  trouble  to  his  country.t 
In  the  spring  of  1777  Congress,  becoming  aware  of  Thomas  Morns'  de- 
linquencies, appointed  William  Lee  to  act  with  him  as  joint  oommercial 
agent.  William  Lee  at  once  insisted  on  the  discharge  of  Williaois, 
whose  business  record  was  excellent,  and  Izard  was  one  of  the  agents 
to  enforce  this  request,  using,  as  he  afterwards  reported  to  Congress, 
very  i)eremptory  terms  to  press  his  views  on  Franklin.  Deane  con- 
curred with  Franklin  in  refusing  the  application.  William  Lee  then 
offered  to  give  the  commercial  agency  to  Williams  on  condition  of  re- 
ceiving half  the  profits;  but  Franklin  advised  Williams  to  decline  the 
offer,  no  doubt  thinking  it  an  arrangement  neither  creditable  nor  pru- 
dent. The  appointment  was  then  given  to  Schweighauser,  a  German 
merchant  doing  business  in  Nantes,  a  nephew  of  the  Lee's  being  ap- 
pointed clerk  5  and  soon  afterwards  came  a  collision  between  Williams, 
as  naval  ngent,  and  Schweighauser  as  commercial  agent,  as  to  the  lim- 
its of  their  respective  offices.  John  Adams  had  scarcely  arrived  at 
Paris  before,  on  the  faith  of  Arthur  Lee's  statements  and  without  hear- 
ing the  other  side,  he  took  to  Franklin  an  order  for  Williams'  dismissal 
The  order  being  signed  by  two  of  the  three  commissioners,  Franklin 
had  to  assent,  and  suiting  on  his  principle  of  avoidance  of  unnecessary 
disi)lay  of  dissension  he  signed  the  paper.  The  charges  of  Schweig- 
hauser for  commissions  were  double  those  of  Williams;  Sch  weighauser's 
duties  as  a  foreign  mcrchsint  gave  little  room  for  sympathetic  efforts  for 
the  United  States ;  and,  iu  view  of  the  high  integrity  and  great  business 
ability  shown  by  Williams  iu  other  spheres,  it  became  obvious  that  the 

•  See  Commissioners  to  Williams,  May  1,  1777. 

tSee  Deane  to  K.  Morris,  Sept.  23,  1777;  R.  Morris  to  Loyell,  Biaj  2, 177a 
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)plftDtiug  him  by  a  foreigu  merchaut  at  a  greatly  increased  expense 
8  a  mistiike. 

The  appointtneut  of  Williams  as  agent  at  Nantes  is  stated  in  a  dis- 
Lch  from  the  commissioners  at  Paris  to  the  committee  of  correspond- 
so,  March  4, 1777,  infra;  the  circumstances  attending  his  removal 
\  uoticed  by  Franklin  in  his  note  to  Arthur  Lee  of  Ai)ril  G,  1778,  infra.* 
e  charges  against  Williams  by  Arthur  Lee  are  given  by  Lee's  dis- 
tches  to  Congress,  June  1, 1778;  June  9, 1778;  September  9, 1778; 
lie  his  fldelity  and  capacity  are  exhibited  not  only  by  the  papers 
ative  thereto  in  the  Department  of  State,  but  by  the  refusal  of  Ar- 
ir  Lee  to  substantiate  his  charges  when  called  upon  by  Franklin  to 
3mit  them  to  a  committee  consisting  of  the  principal  American  mer- 
lilts  in  Nantes,  t 

[n  Franklin's  note  to  Ross  of  April  26, 1778,  infra,  are  noticed  the 
Bcnlties  arising  from  William  Lee's  course  in  the  agency  at  Nantes, 
rhe  correspondence  above  noted  will  be  a  suflicient  vindication  of 
illiams'  character,  and  incidentally  of  that  of  Franklin,  from  Arthur 
o's  charges  of  business  mismanagement ;  and  it  was  well  for  the  coun- 
'  that  on  William  Lee's  withdrawal  the  Nantes  naval  agency  was 
un  intrusted  to  Williams.  Of  his  great  business  ability,  patriotism, 
1  courage  his  subsequent  history  gives  abundant  proof. 

•equeaft  caroor.        §  ^88.  On  Williams'  return  to  America  he  entered 

again  into  business,  acquiring  much  reputation  by  pub* 
Ations  on  questions  of  physical  science  and  of  political  economy. 
1794  he  accompanied  Washington  in  the  expedition  to  subdue  the 
sstern  Pennsylvania  insurrection ;  and  in  1800  he  acted  provisionally 
charge  of  the  department  of  public  supplies  organized  under  the 
^ervision  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasuiy.  On  February  16, 1801, 
WAS  appointed  by  President  John  Adams  major  of  artillery,  and  on 
cember  14,  1801,  he  was  api)ointed  by  President  Jcflerson  inspector 
fortifications.  In  this  capacity  he  made  an  early  inspection  of  the 
stern  rivers,  and  on  December  15,  1801,  under  Jefferson's  orders,  he 
dertook  the  organization  of  the  military  school  at  West  Point.  On 
ml  1, 1802,  he  was  placed  at  the  head  of  the  corps  of  engineers,  and 
ly  8,  1802,  was  promoted  to  be  lieutenant-colonel.  Ecsigniug  in 
)3,  on  a  question  of  conflict  of  rank,  in  which  it  afterwards  turned 
J  he  was  right,  he  was  reappointed  to  the  post  of  chief  engineer  on 
►ril  17, 1805,  when  he  resumed  the  command  at  West  Point.  When  in 
8  position  he  was  selected  by  the  State  of  New  York  to  design  and 
ect  the  fortifications  of  New  York  harbor.  He  resigned  from  the 
ny  in  July,  1812,  and  returned  to  Philadelphia,  where  he  was  em- 
O'ed  by  the  State  government  in  the  preparation  of  State  defenses. 


Sco  CommisBioneni  at  Paris  to  Williams,  May  25,  1778. 

Soe  Frauklin  to  Williams,  Fob.  13,  1779;  to  A.  Lee,  Mar.  13,  1779;  to  Blake  et  al, 

r.  13, 1779;  to  Williams,  Mar.  19  aud  Apr.  8,  1779,  in/ra;  cf.  tupra,  J  11«, 
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^  -^  ^  Iff 

Elected  to  Ooiigress  iu  November,  1814,  he  died  before  his  term  of  serv*         |  i^ 
ice  commenced,  at  tlie  age  of  sixty-five.    In  General  Cnllum'a  work, 
already  referred  to,  be  w  spoken  of  as  tbe  father  of  the  engineer  service 
of  the  United  States,  and  as  the  practical  organizer  of  the  West  Point 
Academy.    It  is,  however,  with  his  business  character,  as  agent  of  the 
United  States  in  France  during  the  Revolution,  that  we  have  here  to 
do ;  and  it  is  sufficient  to  say  that  the  extraordinary  executive  capacity^ 
the  indefatigable  industry,  and  the  loyalty  to  duty  and  to  the  country^ 
shown  by  him  in  his  subsequent  career  were  equally  exhibited  in  hi 
naval  agency  at  Nantes. 

sunnei  Wharton.        §  igQ.  Samucl  Whartou,  whoso  name  occurs  in  severa 

of  the  following  papers  as  a  correspondent  of  Thorn 
Walpole,  of  Franklin,  and  of  Bancroft,  and  who  was  a  member  of  th 
Gontineutal  Congress,  was  born  in  Philadelphia  iu  1733,  and  becam 
early  in  life  an  active  merchant  in  Philadelphia.    He  was  one  of  tb 
signers  of  the  nonimportation  resolutions  of  1765,  a  member  of  tli 
city  councils  of  Philadelphia,  of  the  committee  of  safety  of  the  JKevo 
lution,  and  of  the  colonial  and  State  legislatures.    He  was  a  prominen 
member  of  the  Ohio  (Walpole)  Company,  whose  plan  of  forming 
settlement  on  the  Ohio  river  was  projected  by  Sir  William  Johnson, 
Governor  Franklin,  and  others.    In  1767  *  Dr.  Franklin,  then  in  Eng- 
land, mentions  his  correspondence  with  Mr.  Wharton  on  this  subject 
Lord  Hillsborough,  in  his  '*  report  of  the  lords  commissioners  for  trade 
and  planUitions,"  in  which  he  considered  the  '^  humble  memorial  of  the 
lion.  Thomas  Walpole,  Benjamin  Franklin,  John  Sargent,  and  Samuel 
Wharton,  esquires,  iu  behalf  of  themselves  and  their  associates,''! 
strenuously  opposed  the  passing  of  the  bill  confirming  the  grant  of  land 
(known  as  Walpole's  grant),  in  reply  to  which  Dr.  Franklin  put  forth 
his  powers  to  such  purpose  that  the  petition  was  finally  granted  June 
1,  1772.    In  consequence,  however,  of  revolutionary  troubles  the  proj- 
ect wjis  not  realized,  t 

"  Mr.  Wharton  was  a  partner  in  the  house  of  Messrs.  Baynton,  Whar 
tx)n,  and  Morgan,  one  of  the  most  respectable  commercial  associations 
in'  the  Colonies.  At  one  time  the  Indians  destroyed  upwards  of  i&40,000 
worth  of  their  goods  (Pennsylvania  currency');  as  indemnification  for 
which  depredation  the  chiefs  made  over  to  the  firm  all  the  lands  which 
at  present  compose  the  State  of  Indiana.  <  Mr.  Wharton,  being  an 
accomplished  gentleman  and  scholar,  was  deputed  by  his  partners  to 
pass  over  to  England  for  the  purpose  of  soliciting  a.  confirmation  of 
this  grant,  in  which  ho  so  far  succeeded  that  the  day  was  appointed 


•  Soo  4  Frankliu's  W<)rl<«,  Dipelow's  od.,  136, 473 ;  Franklin  to  Foxcroft,  Fob.  4, 1772; 
8  Sparks'  Franklin,  1.  For  a  discnssion  of  this  grant,  see  Hinsdalo's  Old  Noribwes^, 
13:J-139. 

1 5  Franklin's  Works,  Higclow's  od.,  1. 

tSee,  as  to  Walpole's  agonoy  in  this  matter,  infra,  $  202. 
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by  the  minister  for  kim  to  attend  at  court  ami  kiss  the  king's  hand  on 
receiving  the  grant.  Unfortauateljy  liowever,  in  the  interim  some  of 
his  correspondence  with  Franklin  in  furtherance  of  thelievohition  wivs 
discovered,  and  instead  of  the  confirmation  he  expected  he  was  obliged 
to  fly  for  his  life,  and  was  fortunate  in  reaching  the  sliores  of  France 
in  safety,  where  he  was  joined  by  liis  oUl  friend  Dr.  Franklin.*  In 
1780  Samuel  Wharton  returned  to  Philadelphia,  and  on  February  0, 
1781,  he  took  the  oath  of  allegiance  to  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  lie 
was  a  member  of  the  Continental  Congress  from  Delaware  during  the  ' 
years  1782  and  1783.  In  1784  he  was  appointed  a  justice  of  the  peace 
for  the  district  of  Southwark,  he  having  a  short  time  before  retired  to 
his  country  seat  in  that  suburb,  where  he  anticipated  ending  his  days 
in  peace  and  quietness,  llis  will  was  admitted  to  probate  March  20, 
1800.»» 


If 


'The  Ohio  affair  booiiih  uow  iioar  aconcIii8ioii,  and  if  tlio  pruscut  ministry  Btniuls  a 
litilo  longer  I  think  it  wiH  bo  coinpletod  to  our  satiHfactioii.  Mr.  Wliartoii  litui  boon 
indefatigable,  and  I  think  scarce  any  one  I  know  would  liave  boon  equal  to  the  task; 
80  difficnU  is  it  to  get  business  forward  hero  in  which  some  party  purpose  is  not  to 
be  fperred."  (Franklin  to  W.  Franklin,  April  20,  1771.  4  Franklin's  Works,  Higelow's 
e<].,  396.) 

Franklin's  answer  (April,  1772)  to  Hillsborough's  report  on  VValpole's  grant  is  given 
in  5  Franklin's  Works,  Bigelow's  ed.,  ^20  ff.  It  is  a  very  able  oxposition  of  the  iuiporl- 
ance  of  a  distinct  colonial  organization  for  the  territory  northwest  of  the  Ohio. 

A  copy  of  Samuel  Wharton's  pamphlet  on  the  Ohio  grant,  London,  1775  (privately 
printed),  is  in  the  library  of  the  Pennsylvania  Historical  Society  in  Philailelpliia. 

"liiave  reail  Mr.  Wharton's  paniph!ot  [now  in  Pennsylvania  Historical  Society]. 
The  facts,  as  far  as  I  know  them,  are  as  he  statos  Ihom.  Justice  is,  I  think,  on  the 
side  of  those  who  contracted  for  the  lands.  But  moral  nnd  political  rights  someiiuics 
differ,  and  sometimes  are  both  subdued  by  might."  (Franklin  to  Uache,  September 
13,  1781.    7  Franklin's  Works,  Bigelow's  e<1.,  293.) 

In  a  letter  to  Mr.  CofTyn,  of  January  13,  1781,  Franklin  says  : 

"Mr.  Wharton  was  still  in  France  when  you  wrote  to  mo  concorning  him,  having 
been  unfortunately  dotal ne<l  many  months  at  L'Orient  by  the  Aliiancc  going  oft  with- 
ont  hira  and  the  accidents  that  befell  the  Ariel,  Ho  did  not  Huil  until  the  Irjth  inst. 
His  brothers  at  Philaflelphia,  with  whom  I  suppose  he  is  connected  in  buHiness,  are 
men  of  gooil  substance  and  character."  (Franklin's  Letter-book,  Department  of 
State.) 

Joseph  Wharton  was  in  Nantes  on  February  1,  1779,  and  was  one  of  the  ]>roposcd 
referees  as  to  the  accounts  of  Williams.  As  to  suspension  of  corroMpondrnco  between 
Samnel  Wharton  and  Franklin,  see  Franklin  to  Ingenhousz,  May  10,  178t$;  8  Frank- 
lin's Works,  Bigelow's  ed.,  290. 

Lilie  his  coa«iu,  Thomas  Wharton,  jr.,  the  first  rcvohitionary  gov- 
eroor  of  Pennsjlvaiiia,  Saoiuel  Wharton  took  throughout  tlie  contest 
a  decided  revolutionary  position,  though  the  large  business  interests  of 
which  he  was  the  heml  comi)elled  his  remaining  in  London  for  the  two 
first  years  of  the  war.  It  was  at  that  time  that  it  was  alleged  that  he 
availed  himself  of  |>ersonal  information  as  to  the  French- American 
treaty  to  speculate  in  the  funds.    But  it  is  now  clear  that  information 


*  1  Penn.  Mag.  of  History,  etc.,  45G. 
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of  that  treaty  reached  the  Iloase  of  Oouimons  at  so  early  a  i>eriod  aftei 
it  was  signed  as  to  have  given  no  margin  for  speculation.    And  whei 
Wharton  appeared  in  1782  as  a  delegate  in  Congress  it  was  in  thi 
recognition  on  all  sides  of  his  prior  fidelity  to  the  revolntionary  cause,      ^ 
He  took  his  seat  without  protest  even  from  Arthur  Lee. 

In  A  letter  to  Diggee  6f  October  7, 1779,  Franklin  doolares  tbat  he  "  never  nnder-  — ^ 
stood  that  Mr.  Wharton  received  any  intelligence  from  England  but  what  the  news- 
papers afforded."    (Franklin's  Letter-book,  Department  of  State.) 

In  the  Franklin  MSS.,  deposited  in  the  arohivos  of  the  American  Philosophical  So- 
ciety of  Philadelphia  (vol.  47),  are  letters  from  Samuel  Wharton  of  May  13, 15, 19,20, 
21,  22,  and  26,  1778,  vindicating  himself  from  Thornton's  aspersions  as  indorsed  by 
Arthur  Lee,  and  asserting  that  he  had  in  no  case  since  the  beginning  of  the  Revolu- 
tion corresponded  with  the  British  Government  or  any  agent  thereof. 

610 
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JOHN  PA  UL  JONESSA  YJiE, 

John  pmo^onje  piibiio  |  lOQ.  Johii  Paul,  OF  Johii  Pftiil  Joiics  08  be  Sub- 
sequently called  bimscir,  to  whom  uiaiiy  p»i>era  \n 
the  following  pages  relate,  was  one  of  those  heroes  of  genius  who,  in 
making  diplomacy  for  themselves,  make  a  great  deal  for  diplomatists 
to  write  about.  Born  on  July  G,  1747,  in  Kirkbean,  Scotland,  for  which 
nativity,  among  other  reasons,  he  incurred  the  special  enmity  of  Arthur 
Lee,  he  went  to  sea  when  he  was  not  quite  thirteen  years  of  age,  and 
on  his  first  voyage  visited  Virginia,  where  lived  one  of  his  brothers. 
In  1773  he  took  up  his  abode  in  Virginia,  where  for  the  first  time  he 
assumed  the  name  of  Jones.  In  1775,  when  Congress  determined  to 
organize  a  navy,  he  was  commissioned  as  first  lieutenant,  and  having 
in  this  capacity  command  of  the  sloop  Providence^  made  several  impor- 
tant captures  of  British  merchant  vessels.  In  1777  he  sailed  for  France 
in  the  JKanf7er,and  when  in  France  the  confidence  felt  in  him  by  Frank- 
lin and  Yergennes  was  such  that  he  receive<l  onlers,  with  the  requisite 
supplies,  to  proceed  in  that  vessel  to  the  British  coast,  to  operate  there 
against  the  enemy  at  his  own  discretion.  On  this  cruise  he  captured 
the  British  man-of  war  Drake^  made  one  or  two  successful  incursions 
on  land,  and  seized  a  number  of  valuable  prizes.  On  May  9,  1777,  he 
.was  commissioned  to  the  command  of  the  Anqyhitritej  but  on  this  and 
other  projected  cruises  he  was  unable  to  obtain  forc6  enough  to  make 
an  effective  cruise,  and  it  was  not  until  August  13,  1779,  that  he  was 
ready  for  another  oflensive  cruise.  On  that  day  he  stiirted  for  a  cruise 
on  an  old  Indiaman,  which  ho  called,  in  compliment  to  Franklin,  the  Bon 
Homme  Richard^  and  with  which  he  was  able  to  associate  the  Alliance 
and  the  Pallas^  and  one  smaller  vessel,  officered  by  Frenchmen,  though 
under  the  American  flag.  Driven  by  a  gale  from  the  waters  of  Leith, 
which  town  he  expected  to  surprise,  he  encountered  a  fleet  of  forty 
British  merchantmen,  under  convoy  of  the  Serapis,  of  forty-four  guns, 
and  the  Scarborough^  rated  somewhat  lower.  Then  ensued  one  of  the 
most  extraordinary  naval  conflicts  on  record.  The  merchantmen  es- 
caped. After  a  desperate  fight  from  7  in  the  evening  till  11,  in  which 
half  the  men  on  each  ship  were  killed  or  wounded,  the  Serapis  surren- 
dered to  the  Bon  Homme  Richard^  wliich  however  was  in  such  a  ruined 
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condition  that  Bbe  shortly  afterwards  sank,  Jones  taking  possession  of 
the  Serapis.  The  Scarborough  was  taken  by  the  PallaSj  bat  the  AUianee^ 
whoso  commaudt*r  (Landais)  may  at  the  time  have  been  subject  to  one 
of  his  occasional  fits  of  insanity,  took  no  part  in  the  action,  exoepi,  when 
it  becsime  dark,  sailing  around  the  combatants,  and  in  his  oonfasion 
firing  indiscriminately  at  both.  Jones  for  his  gallantry  received  a  gold 
medal  and  sword  from  Louis  XVI,  and  from  Congress  a  unanimons 
vote  of  thanks  and  the  appointment  to  command  a  ship-of-lhe-line,  then 
building.  But  his  services  in  the  revolutionary  war  were  now  over,  as 
the  ship  ho  was  appointed  to  had  no  opportunity  to  go  to  sea.  In  1788 
he  entereil  temporarily  the  Russian  service  as  rear-adminil,  iu  which 
capacity  he  continued  to  exhibit  his  genius  for  command.  He  re- 
turned to  Paris  in  1790,  and  when  there  he  received  in  1792  the  appoint- 
ment of  commissioner  and  consul  to  Algiers.  He  died  however  before 
his  commission  reached  him.  His  life  in  France  was  beset  with  many 
storms.  With  Landais,  his  chief  associate,  his  relations  can  only  be 
explained  on  the  ground  of  his  own  constant  waywardness  and  of  Lan- 
dais' occasional  insanity.  His  troubles  with  Landais,  with  his  own 
officers,  with  the  French  authorities  and  with  Arthur  Lee,  are,  together 
with  the  incidents  of  his  own  splendid  naval  achievements,  his  daring, 
his  chivalry,  and  his  generosity,  noticed  in  the  following  pages.* 

"Captain  Landais  had  been  censured  and  deprived  of  bis  coinmaod  in  oonaeqnenoe 
of  bis  misconduct  while  on  the  cruise  wi(ii  Jones  at  tlie  time  of  the  capture  of  the 
Sirapis,  Wlicu  Jonos  was  about  to  depart  in  the  Alliance  for  America,  in  June,  1780, 
Landiiis  wont  to  L'Orlunt  witliout  orders,  raised  a  mutiny  among  the  officers  and  sail- 
ors in  conseqncnco  of  their  not  having  been  paid  their  prizo-monoj,  and  took  com- 
mand of  the  sliip  wliilo  Joiioh  was  absent.  ■  An  ordor  was  obtained  from  tho  French 
Qovornniont  to  arrest  Landais,  but  ho  sailed  before  the  order  arrived.  Arthur  Lee 
was  a  passenger  in  tho  AUiancef  and  advised  Landais  to  resist  the  authority  of  Jones, 
and  take  command  of  the  vessel.  Tho  passengers  had  reason  to  regret  this  rash  meas- 
ure, howover,  before  they  reached  Boston,  to  which  port  they  wore  bound.  Landais 
behayod  in  so  stran;ro  a  mannor,  that  it  was  found  necessary  to  deprive  him  of  his  com- 
mand and  to  put  tho  vessel  under  the  charge  of  tho  first  licntonant.  In  a  letter  to 
Kobert  Morris,  dated  at  L'Orient,  Juno  27,  Jones  speaks  of  this  affair  as  follows: 

'*  'What  gives  mo  the  greatest  pain  is  that,  after  I  hod  obtainerl  from  the  govern- 
ment the  moans  of  tran8porting  to  America  under  a  good  protection  the  arms  and 
clothing  Ihad  already  mentioned,  Mr.  Lee  should  have  found  means  to  defeat  my 
intentions.  I  thank  God  I  am  of  no  party,  and  have  no  brothers  or  relations  to  serve; 
but  I  am  convinced  tliat  Mr.  Loo  hasoctod  in  this  matter  merely  because  I  would  not 
become  the  enemy  of  the  venerable,  the  wise,  and  the  good  Franklin,  whose  heart, 
as  well  as  head,  does  and  will  always  do  honor  to  human  nature.  I  know  the  great 
and  good  in  this  kingdom  better,  perhaps,  than  any  other  American  who  has  appeared 
in  Europo  since  the  treaty  of  alliance,  and  if  my  testimony  could  add  anything  to 
Franklin's  reputation,  I  could  witness  the  universal  veneration  and  esteem  with 
which  his  name  inspires  all  ranks,  not  only  at  Versailles  and  all  over  this  kingdom, 
but  also  in  Spain  and  Holland.  And  I  can  add,  from  the  testimony  of  the  first  char- 
acters of  other  nations,  that  with  them  envy  itself  is  dumb  when  the  name  of  Frank- 

'  8ee  index,  title  Jones.  For  Jones'  vindication  of  his  course  as  to  the  ^fluiacs,  aee 
Jones  to  board  of  admiralty,  Mar.  3, 1782,  infra, 
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liu  is  bat  meoUouod.'"    (7  Frankliu'n  Works,  Bigolow'n  C(i.,  t08,  109,  citing  Life  of 
Paul  Jouss/New  York  ed.,  1833,  2Gl-:i7U  )* 

In  a  letter  from  Arthur  Loo  to  Sarsneld,  of  Angiist  i^G,  1780,  Lnudais  is  thus  spoken 
of:  "  tliat  for  the  nnexaiiipled  ill  behavior  of  Captain  Laudais,  whoso  reason  appears 
to  havesaffered  by  his  njibfortune  in  France,  he  was  at  length  obliged  to  abdicate  the 
couimand  aod  the  frigate  was  brought  into  port  by  tho  lirst  lieutenant." 

sffBct  ef  his  flraisM.       1 191.  xiie  life  of  Paul  Joiios  has  been  freqiieutly 

writtou,  and  by  able  -writers  the  iucideuts  of  his  re- 
uiarkable  career  have  beeu  discassed  t  Perhaps  the  effect  of  his 
cruises  cannot  be  better  told  than  in  the  words  of  two  eminent  English 
historians : 

"The  insult  to  the  British  coast  by  the  coinbiaed  ileets  of  Franco  and  Spain  was 
leas  galling  to  the  national  pride  than  some  much  smaller  trausactious  in  the  north. 
Paul  Jones,  in  his  birth  a  Scotchman,  in  his  feelings  a  bitter  oueiiiy  to  his  native  land. 
In  his  career  and  conduct  a  mere  adventurer,  but  no  doubt  a  bold  and  hardy  seaman, 
held  at  this  period  a  commission  in  the  American  service.  W  ith  his  squadron  of  three 
8hip).^nd  one  armed  brigantine,  off  the  coast  of  Yorkshire,  he  attacked  our  Baltic 
fleet,  convoyed  by  Captain  Pearson  in  the  Serapis,  and  Captain  Piercy  in  tho  Scar^ 
harangh.  Both  these  ships  ho  took  after  n  most  desperate  engagement;  and  though 
his  own  prinoipal  vessel,  the  Bon  Homme  Richard^  which  had  been  supplied  by  France, 
was  so  far  damaged  in  the  action  that  it  sank  two  days  afterwards,  yet  he  carried  his 
prises  safe  into  the  ports  of  Holland.  Paul  .Tones  with  his  remaining  ships  next 
appeared  in  the  Frith  of  Forth.  Sir  Walter  Scott,  then  still  a  boy,  was  at  Edinburgh 
on  this  occasion,  and  has  vividly  described  the  humiliation  felt  by  the  better  spirits 
that  the  capital  of  Scotland  should  be  threntene<l  by  what  seemed  to  be  three  trifling 
sloops  or  brigs,  scarce  fit  to  have  sacked  a  fishing  village.''  But  by  a  "powerful 
west  wind"  Jones  was  swept  from  the  coast.    (G  Mahon's  liintory  of  England,  410.) 

"A  far  more  enterprising  seaman  than  those  who  guided  the  French  and  Spanish 
fleets  was,  however,  at  this  time  hovering  around  tho  British  coast.  Paul  Jones,  the 
nioet  daring  and  successful  of  American  corsairs,  was  by  birth  a  Scotchman.  lie  had 
been  on  sea  since  his  twelfth  year,  had  been  engaged  for  some  time  in  the  slave  trade, 
and  had  settled  down  in  Virginia  iu  1773.  lie  was  the  first  man  to  raise  the  flag  of 
indei>eudence  on  the  Delaware,  and  in  1777  he  had  a  roving  commission  in  a  ship  called 
the  Ranger.  In  1778  he  made  a  descent  upon  Whitehaven,  in  Scotland,  set  fire  to  tho 
shipping,  took  two  forts,  spiked  thirty  pieces  of  cannon,  and  i)lundcrcd  the  house  of 
Lord  Selkirk  near  Kirkcudbright.!  In  1779  ho  was  placed  at  the  head  of  a  small 
squadron  which  had  been  fitte<l  up  at  port  L'Oriunt,  and  which  consisted  of  three  ships, 
carrying  respectively  forty,  thirty-six,  and  thirty-two  guns,  with  two  smaller  vessels. 
In  the  beginning  of  August  he  was  hanging  around  the  coast  of  Kerry  and  making 
frequent  descents,  and  in  the  following  month  ho  appeared  near  the  mouth  of  the 
Hninber.  Soon  after  hesncceoded  in  intercepting  a  largo  fleet  of  merchantmen  from 
tho  Baltic  which  was  convoyed  by  the  Serapitf  a  ship  of  forty-four  guns,  under  Cap- 
tain Pearson,  and  the  CounitM  of  Soarhorough^  commanded  by  Captain  Piercy,  a  ship  of 
twenty  guns.    A  desperate  fight  ensued  which  lasted  for  between  two  and  three  liourn. 


*In  1792  Jones  was  appointed  confidential  agent  to  negotiate  a  treaty  between 
the  United  States  and  Algiers,  but  no  steps  appear  to  have  been  taken  hy  him  in  the 
discharge  of  this  mission,  Jonos  having  died  beforo  he  received  his  commission. 
(Schuyler's  American  Diplonmcy,  208.) 

t  Jones'  Life,  by  Shcrhourne,  N.  Y.,  1851 ;  Mackenzie's  Life  of  Jones,  1841 ;  Siniuis' 
Life  of  Jones,  1845;  1  Halo's  Franklin  iu  France,  chap.  14 ;  and  also  discussion  in  2  Par- 
ton's  Franklin,  335/*.;  Cooper's  American  Navy,  chap.  8^. 

X  He  afterwards  returned  to  Lady  Selkirk  the  family  silver. 
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For  some  time  ilio  Itostilo  ships  lay  so  close  togetber  that  the  mosxloe  of  their  gans 
touched.  The  ships  on  both  sides  were  almost  torn  to  pieces  and  ranoh  moro  than  half 
of  their  crews  killed  or  wounded.    At  length  the  English  ships  of  war,  being  aimpel 
sinking,  were  obliged  to  surrender,  but  the  merchant  fleet  they  had  oonyoyed  escaped 
safely  to  shore."    (4  Lecky's  History  of  England,  113.) 

"  Aniurican  privateers  infest  our  coasts ;  thoy  keep  Scotland  in  alarms,  and  ayen  the 
harbor  of  Dublin  bos  boon  newly  strengthened  with  cannon.''  ( Walpole  to  Mann, 
July  17,  1777,  G  Cnnuingbam's  Walpole,  460.) 

'*  Have  you  scon  in  the  papers  the  exoollont  letter  of  Paul  Jones  to  Sir  Joseph 
Yorke  f  EUe  u««us  dit  biou  dos  vorit6s!  I  doubt  poor  Sir  Joseph  can  not  answer  them. 
Dr.  Franklin  hinisolf,  I  should  think,  was  the  author.  It  is  certainly  written  by  a 
ilrst-rate  pen  and  not  by  a  common  man  of  war."  (Horace  Walpole  to  the  Conoteas 
of  Ossory,  October  1,  1782,  8  Cunningham's  Walpole,  28ti.) 

stephenSajTOjj^i^Kngiish        |  192.  Of  tlie  earlier  history  of  this  extraordi- 
nary personage  the  late  William  B.  Bced,  in  his  life 
of  Joseph  Heed,*  thus  writes:  * 

*'  Stephen  Sayre  was  a  native  of  Long  Island  and  graduated  at  Princeton.  Id  17GG 
he  waM,  as  appears  from  letters  in  my  possession,  a  sort  of  land  agent,  and  correspond- 
ent of  Charles  Townshend,  then  chancellor  of  the  exchequer.  In  1774,  being  in  Eng- 
land in  the  intensity  of  the  Wilkesexcitement,  Sayre  and  William  Lee,  two  Amerieans, 
were  clecte<l  sherifl's  of  London. t  At  this  time  he  was  a  bustling  partisan,  aotiva  it 
would  seem  on  the  side  of  the  liberties  of  his  native  conntry  and  in  strict  eommnnioa 
with  the  opposition  leiulors.  IIo  appears  to  have  been  on  terras  of  friendly  associa- 
tion with  Ijord  Chatliam.  t  In.  1775  Mr.  Sayrrt  was  committed  to  the  .Tower  on  a 
charge  of  high  treason,  on  the  absurd  allegation  of  a  plan  to  seize  the  king  on  his 
way  to  Parliament  and  to  ovortiirn  the  government  by  bribing  the  guards.  After  a 
close  and  severe  conliucinontor  five  days  lie  was  discharged  on  habeas  corpus  by  Lord 
Mansfield.  In  the  Wlh  vohinio  of  State  Trials,  l*^G,  is  a  report  of  the  action  for  false 
inipriHoniiiont  brought  by  Sayre  against  Lord  Kochford.  The  Jury  found  a  verdict 
for  £1,000,  subject  to  the  opinion  of  tlie  court  on  a  point  of  law,  which  was  subse- 
quently ruled  in  favor  of  tlio  defendant  and  the  verdict  set  aside.  (2  W.  Blackstone, 
11G5.)  Horace  Walpolo  given  a  very  grotesque  account  of  this  affair  in  a  letter  to  Sir 
Horace  Mann.  (Vol.  2,  340.)  The  most  detailed  narrative,  however,  will  be  found  in 
the  State  Trials  and  Annual  licgi<iter.  General  Howe  discovered  in  Mr.  Cushing's 
house  in  Hoston,  in  1775,  a  number  of  luttors  from  Franklin  and  Sayre,  which  were 
sent  to  the  ministry  to  show  *  the  train  carricil  on  by  these  gentlemen  to  stir  up  this 
conntry  into  rebellion.' "ji 

As  to  Sayrc's  appearance  in  the  Wilkes  arena  Dr.  William  Shippen,  of 
riiihadetphin,  a  brother-in-law  of  Richard  and  Arthnr  Lee,  thus  wrote  to 
liichard  H.  Lcc  on  August  14, 1 773,  a«  follows : 

"  Our  brother  is  shining  before  the  livery  of  London  In  much  applauded  speeches  in 
favor  of  Mr.  Sayre  ah  shcriflf  of  London,  and  by  his  eloquence  gaine<l  a  great  minority 
of  hands  in  favor  of  Stephen  Sayre  and  Alderman  Plummer.  What  strange  impndent 
Americans!  Do  you  rouiombor  Sayre  f  He  was  in  Virginia  some  years  ago  aolieiting 
tobacco  commiHsions and  did  not  behave  well;  was  in  partnership  with  Dr.  BardtdtCo." 
(28  South.  Lit.  Moss.,  184.) 

•  Life  of  Heed,  27,  note. 

tTlin  pop.t  to  which  William  Loo  was  elected  was,  as  we  have  seen,  that  of  alderman* 

I  4  Cliatliam'N  ConcRpondcncc,  :H1I,359,  3G0,  3GG. 

MVVashington's  Works,  18G. 
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The  character  of  the  Wilkes  movement  has  been  already  disoassed.* 
It  was  characteristic  of  Wilkes  that  those  ho  used  as  associates  io  his 
eain|>iiigu8  he  left  to  shift  for  themselves  when  his  own  ends  had  been 
satisfied.  And  such  was  the  discredit  that  fell  on  them  for  their  par- 
ticipation in  agitations  the  heartless  insincerity  of  which  he  himself 
afterwards  boastingly  disclosed,  that  in  England  they  were  not  able 
to  shift  for  themselves  snccessfnlly. 

^co'^^taj^ '"stSot'  5  ^^^'  '^^®  "®^*'  ^®  ^^^  ^^  Sayre  is  in  a  letter  of 
hoffr  Mid  St  Petera-  June  11, 1777,  by  Arthur  Lee  to  the  committee  of  for- 
eign afiairs,  where  it  is  simply  stated  that  ^'  Mr.  Sayre 
accompanies  in  place  of  Mr.  Carmichael  (as  secretary),  who, after  prom- 
ising, refused  to  go,"  and  on  June  28, 1777,  Lee  writes  to  the  committee 
that  his  private  papers  had  been  stolen  from  him,  and  had  got  for  a 
time  into  the  possession  of  Elliott,  the  British  minister,  by  which,  as 
afterward  appeared,  the  British  Government  was  informed  of  the  nego- 
tiations then  on  foot  between  the  American  commissioners  and  Yer- 
gennes.  No  one  can  read  the  correspondence  without  being  struck  with 
the  nonchalance  with  which  this  performance  was  treated  by  Frederick 
the  Great,  a  king  who  was  generally  quick  enough  to  resent  anj  foreign 
invasion  of  his  sovereignty,  and  who  was  then  very  much  irritated  on 
other  grounds  against  England.  Arthur  Lee  repi*esented  a  power  Fred- 
erick had  recognized  as  a  belligerent;  and  Frederick  would  have  had 
as  good  ground  for  serious  remonstrance  against  England  as  England 
would  have  had  against  the  United  States  if  by  order  of  the  United 
States  minister  in  London  the  papers  of  the  Confederate  envoy  in  Lon- 
don had  been  stolen  from  his  desk  and  then  the  theft  avowed.f  Arthur 
Lee  had  no  doubt  greatly  provoked  Frederick  by  his  pertinacious  ap- 
peals for  recognition  of  the  independence  of  the  United  States  after 
Frederick  had  peremptorily  refused  to  hear  him ;  but  of  in  any  way  as- 
senting to  the  British  <<  theft ''  nocharge  could  justly  be  imputed  to  him. 

Id  the  note  above  qaoted,  by  WiUiam  B.  Rood,  it  is  said  in  roforenco  to  tbe  "  theft" 
that  "there  is  extant  a  manuscript  narrative  on  the  subject,  drawn  up  many  years 
after  by  Sayre  himself,  which,  with  duo  allowance  for  the  self-gloriflcation  that  per- 
vades it,  is  curious  and  interesting.  It  is  in  the  possession  of  V^illiam  J.  Duane,  esq." 
Of  this  letter  there  is  a  copy  in  volume  97  of  the  Sparks  Collection  at  Harvard  College. 

In  this  paper  Sayre  states  tliat  Elliott  "bribed  the  servant  of  the  American 
agents  to  deliver  him  their  papers.  This  was  done  while  they  were  out  of  the  city. 
He  had  them  in  his  possession  from  1  o'clock  to  2  o'clock  at  night;  took  copies  and 
extracts,  and  sent  them  off  to  the  British  minister  at  Dautzig.''  Sayre  proceeds  to 
speak  of  himself  as  a  friend  of  Chatham,  of  his  feats  in  Denmark  and  Sweden,  and  of 
his  operations  at  St.  Petersburg  in  thwarting  British  operations  in  that  city. 

On  November  7,  1777,  Sayre  presented  to  Franklin  a  plan  for  obtain- 
ing ships  for  America,  and  announced  that  he  intended  to  go  to  Amer- 
ica the  next  spring. 

•  Smpra,  $  138. 

t  Suprat  i  144 ;  and  sec  particularly  note  to  Lee's  letter  to  commissioners  of  JooeSS, 
1777,  {fi/ra,  where  are  given  the  comments  of  Carlisle  and  of  Wraxall. 
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On  December  25, 1777,  j^cconl ill pf  to  tbeLoePa|>er8,»8ayi-e,atCopeu 
liageii,  addressed  the  coinmissiouers  at  Paris  as  to  the  disiiositioii  o 
Denmark  towards  America,  and  as  to  his  own  plans  of  retnro 
America. 

On  January  13, 1770,  he  wrote  to  Franklin  that  he  had  applied  foi 
employment  in  America,  and  that  *'l  look  upon  myself  «8  a  modem 
Don  Quixote,  going  about  to  protect  and  relieve  the  virtuoas  io  dis- 
tress."! 

On  March  21, 1779,  ho  informed  Franklin,  from  Copenhagen,  of  his 
quarrel  with  Arthur  Lee,  saying  that  it  ^<  was  with  infinite  difiicalty 
I  restrained  myself  from  an  open  rupture  with  one  of  them  (Arthur) 
while  at  Berlin.  I  conceive  that  ho  did  us  intinite  prejudice  there, 
though  ho  might  have  done  great  and  essential  service.  I  found  my- 
self too  weak  to  support  an  opposition  to  him,  and  too  delicately  cir- 
cumstanced even  to  complain.'' 

In  May,  1779,  Sayre,  according  to  a  letter  from  Yorke,  in  the  Sparks 
Collection  at  Uarvard  College,  was  in  Amsterdam,  but  '<  received  no- 
where except  by  Neufville.'* 

^Notwithstanding  Sayre's  announcing  to  Franklin  that  he  had  quar- 
relled with  Arthur  Lee,  we  have  a  letter  from  Arthur  liCe  to  Pringlo, 
already  given,  in  which  Jjeo,  on  August  3,  1779,  mentions  that  he  is  in- 
formed by  Sayre  that  Dumas  is  at  Passy,  trying  corruptly  to  influence 
Franklin  to  give  a  loan  agency  to  a  French  house,  though  '<tbe  house 
of  Grand,  in  whoso  hands  it  is  at  present,  is  in  partnership  with  Deane 
(ill  which  probably  the  doctor  may  share)."} 

When  at  ('openhagen  and  Stockholm,  early  in  1779,  Sayre  volun- 
teered, according  to  his  own  account  as  detailed  in  the  next  section,  to 
attend  conferences  as  to  the  armed  neutrality  then  proposed  by  Russia; 
and  ill  these  places  he  presented  himself  in  the  guise,  as  it  seems,  of  a 
representative  from  the  American  Congress,  under  what  pretenses  and 
with  what  success  will  be  narrated  in  the  next  section. 

On  October  10,  1779,  he  wrote  to  Franklin,  asking  to  be  appointed 
captain  of  the  Alliance  frigate. 

The  next  we  hear  of  him  is  in  a  not<5  from  Franklin  to  Dumas  of  Novem- 
ber 8,  1779,  stating  tliat  Sayre  had  applied  for  a  commission  as  privateer, 
which  had  been  refused,  as  he  could  not  give  the  requisite  security. 
In  July,  1780,  lie  appeared  at  St.  Petersburg.  Of  his  feats  at  that 
place  our  minister,  Dana,  who  arrived  there  in  the  following  summer, 
appears  to  have  had  no  infornication;  and  he  has  nothing  to  say  about 
him  in  his  dispatches,  which  would  certainly  not  have  been  the  case  if 


•  Ilarv.'ircl  MSS. 

t  III  a  cli.iriKrtoriHtic  •Mntorcoptecl"  letter  or  Sayre's,  dntod  Aug.  25,  1778,  he  asks 
jiis  corrRflpondont  to  obtain  for  him  a  privatoer  agency  in  Cupoubagen,  but  asks  tbat 
tbi)  Pniis  couiniiR8ionfM-8  bo  not  consulted  ;  "don't  trust  tbat  cbaDoel,  bat  try  every 
other." 

I  See  letter,  supra,  (  147. 
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Sayre  had  been  kuowu  at  St.  Petersburg  as  au  American  envoy.  But 
this  deficiency  is  made  ap  by  the  extraordinary  attention  paid  to  Sayre's 
proceedings  by  Harris,  then  British  minister  at  St.  Petersburg.  In 
Harris^  published  correspondence  Sayre  is  spoken  of  as  '*  an  American 
agenty  spy,  and  speculator,"  who  accused  the  English  of  being  the 
authors  of  a  certain  fire  by  which  the  Kussian  fleet  was  iiyured;  and 
who,  in  an  attempt  to  get  compensation  for  a  ship  he  falsely  alleged  to 
hare  been  so  destroyed,  was  foiled  by  Harris.*  And  in  other  as  yet 
nnpublished  dispatches  of  Harris,  Sayre  receives  the  following  addi- 
tional notices : 

"  No  Englishman  is  known  to  him.  He  has  called  on  tlio  French  charg6  cVaffaircff, 
who  doea  not  choose  to  trust  him.  Ho  visited  the  Duchoss  of  Kingston,  and  as  she 
•Qspected  who  he  was,  she  advised  him  to  leave  the  country  dlrcctlj.  *  *  '  lie  is 
as  yet  unlinown  to  the  pahlicy  and  as  he  meets  with  no  encouragement  anywhere,  I 
flatter  myself  he  will  depart  without  my  giving  him  consequence  hy  ministerial 
interposition."    (Harris  to  Stormont,  April  24,  May  5,  1780.) 

"Bayre,  after  having  employed  various  methods  to  gain  importance  and  to  excite 
enriosity,  seems  at  last  resolved  to  leave  ns.  Ho  said  bofore  one  of  tlie  persons  I  had 
oet  about  him  that  he  was  sent  on  a  fooVs  errand  ;  that  lie  had  succeeded  in  nothing, 
and  was  only  making  himself  ridiculous  by  staying  here.  It  does  not  appear  that  he 
was  in  any  shape  accriMlited  hy  the  Congress,  or  come  with  any  other  view  than  to 
try  the  ground.  I  am  told  that  he  is  plausible,  inix)uilont,  and  indiscreet,  with  bet- 
ter parts  than  Judgment,  enterprising  in  forming  a  bold  project,  but  unequal  to  its 
execution.  He  bears  every  feature  of  a  rebellious  adventurer,  but  is  without  those 
qualities  requisite  to  obtain  the  confidence  even  of  his  own  party.  I  am  convinced 
liad  he  remained  here  no  inconvenience  would  have  attended  it;  but  it  is  now  known 
that  .he  departs  disappointed  and  dissatisfied. '^  (Same  to  namn,  May  1  [12],  1760; 
also  same  to  same,  May  15  [20],  1780;  July  18,  1780.     Hancroft  MSS.) 


One  thing  in  respect  to  Sayre's  St.  Petersburg  adventures  is  plain, 
and  that  is,  that  ho  Avas  there  without  nny  nuthority  whatever  from 
Congress,  or  from  any  one  autliorizeil  to  act  for  Congress. 

On  June  12,  1782,  Sayre,  being  then  in  Paris,  wrote  to  Franklin,  sug- 
gesting that  it  be  incode  a  condition  of  ]>eace  that  Porto  Rico  be  made 
a  free  port,  and  proposing  that  lie  be  made  governor  of  Porto  Rico. 

^*"irthn"rited^sutei""""        5  ^^^'  ^"  ^^^^  Sayre  ap])earcd  before  Congress 

with  a  chiiin  for  8(t vices  rendered  abroad  during 
the  Revolution,  and  this  claim  was  referred  to  Jay,  then  secretary  of 
foreign  afl'airs.  On  April  7,  1785,  Jay  reported  that  so  far  as  such 
claim  wasforservii^es  at  Copenhagen  in  furthering  the  treaty  of  arme«l 
neutrality  it  was  without  support,  but  that  he  was  entitled  to  reason- 
able com])en8ation  for  his  services  as  secretary  to  Arthur  Lee,  and  that 
Dr.  Franklin  and  Mr.  Arthur  Lee  be  consulted  as  to  what  those  services 
were.  In  1794,  the  claim  being  renewed,  it  apj)carcd  that  Sayre  had 
not  applied  to  Franklin  or  Leo  for  a  statement  as  proiiosed,  Franklin 
liaving  died  and  Sayre's  relations  with  Lee  being  unfriendly.  Edmund 
Randolph,  to  whom,  as  secretary  of  state,  the  claim  was  tlien  referred, 

•  1  Malmeshury  Correspondence,  2ii'X 
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reported  in  favor  of  allowing  a  salary  to  Sayre  during  the  period  for 
which  he  was  in  service  in  Berlin.  On  December  16,  1794|  Sayre  hid 
leave  to  withdraw  his  petition.  The  claim,  however,  came  ap  again  in 
1800,  and  on  March  4,  1800,  Dwiglit  Foster,  as  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee  of  claims,  reported  against  it  intotOy  holding  that  Sayre  was  not 
a  political  agent  but  a  private  adventurer ;  that  he  was  not  at  any  time 
secretar3'  of  the  Berlin  legation ;  that  be  could  readily  have  got  the 
proof  to  sustain  his  claim  from  Arthur  Lee,  as  tbey  were  in  New  York 
together  after  Jay's  report  was  made,  but  tbat  he  waited  until  Franklin 
and  Lee  were  dead,  but  that  Lee  had  expressed  himself  against  tiie 
claim  in  all  its  bearings.    The  claim  was  then  again  dcfcat4Ml. 

In  1805  it  once  more  made  its  appearance,  and  was  referred  to 
Madison,  as  secretary  of  state,  who,  in  a  report  of  January  31, 180fi| 
after  referring  to  prior  reports,  and  saying  that  Sayre's  claim  to  aa 
additional  allowance  from  Congress,  <*  being  supported  only  by  the 
kind  of  proof  which  ho  adduces,  must  necessarily  be  submitted  on  its 
peculiar  merits,  held  that  the  reasonableness  of  his  claim  to  remo- 
neration  for  services  of  a  general  nature  after  he  left  Berlin,  as  it  is  in 
the  nature  of  an  appeal  to  the  liberality  of  Congress,  can  be  best  appre- 
ciated by  them  on  a  view  of  all  the  circumstances  he  sets  forth  and  the 
species  of  evidence  he  adduces  to  support  them."  No  favorable  action, 
however,  was  taken,  and  in  1807  the  claim  again  was  sent  to  Congress, 
being  limited  at  this  time  to  <*  remuneration  for  the  time  he  was  act- 
ually employed  in  tbo  service  of  the  United  States  at  the  court  of  Ber- 
lin and  tbe  ususil  allowance  for  returning  home."  The  house  commit- 
tee of  claims,  on  January  12,  1807,  sustained  this  claim  and  reported  a 
resolution  for  its  settlement.  The  resolution  passed  both  houses  in 
this  shape. 

One  of  the  most  remarkable  charges  in  the  claim  as  originally  pre- 
sented was  that  for  compensation  for  services  in  attending  a  congn'ss 
at  Stockholm  in  1778,  and  in  using  cfTective  influence  to  induce  Russia  to 
undertake  the  league  for  armed  neutrality.  To  sustain  this,  Sayre 
])ro(luce(l  what  Dwight  Foster,  on  behalf  of  the  committee  of  claims 
of  1800,  calls  "  a  small  piece  of  paper  which  Mr.  Sayre  says  was  sent  by 
Mr.  Franklin  to  the  Danish  ministry j  and  couched  in  the  following  terms  < 
*  Passy,  December  25,  1778.  I  have  considered  this  proposition,  and 
see  no  objection  to  it.  1  will  write  to  the  Congress  in  favor  of  it,  if  de- 
sired. The  Congress,  it  is  to  be  predumed,  will  draw  no  bills  of  ex- 
change on  me  without  enabling  me  to  ))ay  them.  We  have  paid  all  their 
bills  hitherto.  1  have  no  doubt  of  Mr.  Sayre's  being  well  received  by 
Congress,  agreeable  to  them,  and  very  proper  to  be  employed  in  estab- 
lishing the  proposed  connection  of  commerce.'"  Now  as  to  this  it  is  to 
be  observed  that  theie  was  no  proof  that  the  handwriting  was  Frank- 
lin's;  that  the  contents  and  style  of  the  letter  were  inconsistent  lK>th 
with  his  style  and  his  own  statements  before  and  afterwards;  that  Con- 
gress did  draw  on  him  frequently  without  enabling  him  to  pay ;  that 
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uo  trace  of  the  note  is  to  be  fouud  among  Franklin's  papers;  tbat  it  \?a8 
never  pToduced  till  after  Franklin's  death  ;  and  that  in  December,  1778, 
no  letters  appear  to  have  been  written  by  Franklin,  it  being  the  period, 
probably,  of  one  of  his  attacks  of  gont  And,  in  addition  to  this,  we 
have  a  letter  from  Franklin  to  Sayre,  heretofi  re  unpublished,  in  which, 
on  March  31, 1779,*  he  informs  Sayre  that  he  luid  no  power  to  give  him 
any  employment  worth  accepting,  and  then,  in  answer  to  Sayro's  state- 
ment that  he  had  ** audiences"  with  eminent  people  in  Copenhagen, 
the  iiertinent  question  is  asked:  <*  I  saw  in  the  newspapers  that  a  dep- 
uty of  Congress  was  at  Stockholm ;  did  you  obtain  the  audiences  you 
mention  on  iusuming  that  character  f  It  is  clear  from  this  that  Frank- 
lin did  not  write  the  memorandum  of  December  25, 1778,  and  that  Sayre 
went  to  Stockholm  claiming  a  position  to  which  he  was  not  entitled. 
And  that  Sayre  at  the  time  acknowledged  this  appears  from  a  letter 
from  him  to  Franklin  of  April  13,  1779,  now  among  the  Franklin  Pa- 
)>er8  in  the  ai*chives  of  the  American  Philosophical  Society  at  Phila- 
delphia. 

**  Yoor  exconenoy  may  easily  snppose  iliat  nfter  tbo  inaitorH  wliicli  pnsscd  at  Ber- 
lin were  beootiie  public  I  was  considered  and  iiiiivorsally  dononiinated  a  deputy  of 
Congress,  and  though  I  have  on  some  occasions  been  under  noccssity  of  denying  it,  1 
was  not  believed.^  He  tlion  goes  on  to  speak  of  certain  int«!rview8  ho  had  with 
persons  in  authority  as  to  West  India  cessions. 

"After  the  peace  of  17H3  Mr.  Sayre  returned  to  Anioricn,  and  resided  at  Point 
Broese,  near  Bordentown,  afterwards  tlie  sent  of  Josepli  Bonaparte.  In  1795  be  was 
an  active  opponent  of  ike  administration  of  General  Washingt^ju,  and  had  a  large 
sliare  in  the  attacks  on  Jay's  treaty.  (I  Gibbs'  VVolcott,  247.)  Professor  George 
Tucker  tells  nie  he  ronienibcrs  seeing  him  at  Ilichmond,  where  it  was  undorstoo<l  he 
was  an  agent  of  Miranda,  lie  died  in  Virginia  about  the  year  1820.  A  life  of  more 
AtuKular  tliongh  profltless  variety  is  rarely  found.''    (1  Life  of  Joseph  Reed,  27,  note.) 

*  See  in/r :  of  that  date. 
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A  USTIN^BANCROFT. 


Austinwcn'taeenoyfor        §  [95,  Jonathan  LoFiiig  Austiii  was  borninBoe- 

ton  iu  January,  1743,  was  graduated  in  HarrHra 
College  in  17GG,  and  went  into  business  in  Portsmouth,  New  Hamp- 
shire, where  ho  remained  until  the  war  broke  out.    Ue  then  lecame 
first  major  in  a  New  Hampshire  regiment,  then  aid  to  General  SoUi- 
van,  and  then  secretary  to  the  Massacliusetts  board  of  war.    He  acte<l 
as  secretary  to  Franklin,  and  occiisionally  us  his  secret  agent  in  Eng- 
land, until  L770,  when   Ite  waa  sent  to  Pliiladelphia  with  dispatclies 
from  the  commissioners.    Massachusetts  sent  him  to  Europe  iu  1780 
as  an  agent  to  procure  a  loan,  but  he  was  captured  by  a  British  cmiser 
on  the  way,  and  tliough  subsequiMitly  released,  returned  iu  the  fall  of 
1781  without  success  in  this  particular  mission.    He  was  appointed 
Fourth  of  July  orator  in  Boston  in  1786;  was  state  treasurer  and  sub- 
sequently secretary  of  state  of  Massachusetts,  and  for  several  ter ins 
state  senator.    These  facts  are  mentioned  to  show  the  high  i>ositioii  of 
a  man  who,  a^  Franklin's  confidential  iigent  in  dealing  with  the  English 
opposition,  was  involved  by  Arthur  Lee  in  the  charge  of  stock  jobbing. 
The  charge  was  groundless,  Austin  being  a  man  of  singular  pi*obity  and 
loyalty.     But  the  fact  of  his  acting  as  emissary  in  such  a  relation, com- 
municating  Franklin's  views,  as  far  as  was  prndent,  to  theEnglisb 
opposition,  shows  what  the  position  of  the  leading  members  of  that 
opposition  was.    They  believed  that  the  subjugation  of  America  would 
be  followed  by  the  subjugation  of  England  ;  and  in  view  of  the  proba 
bility  of  such  a  result,  and  of  the  ruin  of  free  ])rinciples  which  would 
follow,  we  can  understand  why  they  should  welcome  any  iuformatiou 
which  would  strengthen  the  position  they  held. 

In  2  Parton's  Life  and  Times  of  Franklin,  300,  we  have  the  follow- 
ing: 

I  Iiavo  remarked  before  ili.it  Dr.  Frnnkliu  liabitnally  made  iisoof  liisncqiiaioiance 
with  the  leadi'VH  or  tlio  Kii^liHli  oppositioii  to  convoy  to  England  correct  iurortnatiou 
of  the  8lnto  of  tilings  in  America.  The  interests  of  America  and  tlin  intorcstsof  thatop- 
jmsition  wore  Identical ;  a  vict^ory  in  the  United  StatoH  over  the  king*8  troops  presaged 
and  hafltcncd  the  <leciRive  victory  in  the  IlousoofConuiions  over  the  kiug*H  hired  major- 
ity. During  the  progrcsN  of  the  late  negotiations  Dr.  Franklin  resolved  upon  send- 
ing to  Kngland  Mr.  An.slin,  for  the  solo  purpose  of  giving  Lord  Sholbnrnc,  Mr.  Fox, 
Mr.  Hnrke,  Lord  Rockingham,  and  the  liberal  members  of  Parliament  such  a  com- 
plete insight  Into  American  afl'airs  os  would  enable  them  to  demoustrato  the  iiuiKiwi- 
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liiy  of  riMlacing  the  SUtes  to  BabmicBioii.  The  strange  spectacle  wnn  then  afforded 
the  most  eminent  British  statesmen  associating  with  and  entertaining  in  their 
>ii6cs  a  commissioned  emissary  of  their  king's  revolted  subjects ;  tho  kings  own  son 
d  heir  not  disdaining  his  society.  Tho  secret  was  well  kept,  liowever,  and  few 
rsons  even  at  this  Into  day  are  aware  that  siich  an  andacious  mission  was  ever 
iderlAkeo.  At  the  death  of  Mr.  Anstin,  in  182(),  his  family  gave  tho  public  a  brief 
count '  of  this  singular  adventure  to  tho  following  effect: 

"As  a  preparatory  measure  Dr.  Franklin  required  Mr.  Austin  to  burn  in  his  pros- 
ce  every  letter  which  he  had  brought  from  his  friends  in  America;  in  exchange 
r  tvhtch  he  gave  him  two  letters,  which  he  asHured  him  would  open  an  easy  com- 
iinication  to  whatever  wai  an  object  of  interest  or  curiosity.  •  •  *  Trusting  to 
B  prndencc,  and  enjoining  on  him  the  most  scrupulous  attention  to  preserve  from 
L  bnt  the  proper  persons  the  secret  of  his  connection  with  tho  counuissioners,  Dr. 
ratiklin  furnished  him  witli  tho  moans  of  a  conveyance  to  England.  *  *  * 
*<  Tho  letters  of  Dr.  Franklin,  and  tho  desire  that  was  felt  l>y  the  lenders  of  the 
tpasitlon  to  see  and  converse  with  an  intelligent  American  who  possessed  the  cou- 
lonceof  that  distinguished  nmn  and  was  recently  from  the  country  of  their  all- 
grossing  interest,  brought  Mr.  Austin  into  personal  and  familinr  intercourso  with 
e  master  spirits  of  the  age.' 

"In  reporting  the  progress  of  his  mission  Mr.  Austin  writes: 

"  'My  time  passed  with  so  little  of  tho  appearance  of  business,  that  if  I  was  not 
sareditwas  otherwise  I  should  think  m^'self  without  useful  employment.  The 
orDiugs  I  devote  to  seeing  such  objects  of  curiosity  or  interest  as  I  am  advised  to, 
id  wholly  according  to  my  own  inclination.  I  attend  constantly  the  debates  of 
krlianient,  to  which  I  have  ready  admission,  and  have  been  particularly  enjoined 
attend,  that  I  may  not  miss  any  question  on  our  affairs.  Dinner,  or,  as  it  might 
called,  supx>er,  which  follows,  is  the  time  allotted  to  conversation  on  the  affairs  of 
r  oonntry.  I  am  invariably  detained  to  parties  of  this  kind,  Hometimos  consisting 
seven  or  eight,  and  sometimes  of  the  number  of  twenty.  Tho  ccmipany  is  always 
mpoaod  of  members  of  Parliament,  with  very  few  others,  and  no  fiuestion  which 
n  can  conceive  is  omitted,  to  all  which  I  give  such  answers  as  my  knowledge  por- 
ta. I  am  sadly  puzxle<l  with  the  various  titles  which  different  ranks  require.  My 
lall  knowloflge  of  French  prevented  this  trouble  in  Paris;  but  here  I  frequently 
d  myself  at  fault,  which  subjects  me  to  embarrassment  that  is  yet  forgiven  to  a 
-anger.' 

"Mr.  Anstin  was  domesticated  in  the  family  of  the  Earl  of  Sholimrne;  placed 
ider  the  particular  protection  of  his  chaplain,  the  celebratiMl  l)v.  Priestly;  intro- 
iced  to  the  present  king  (George  IV),  then  a  lad,  in  company  with  Mr.  Fox;  was 
eseut  at  all  the  coteries  of  tho  opposition,  and  was  called  upon  to  explain  nnd 
•fend  the  cause  and  character  of  his  count rymon  in  the  freedom  of  colloquial  dis- 
ission  before  the  greatest  geniuses  of  the  age,  amid  the  doubts  of  some,  the  ridicule 
'  others,  the  censure  of  many,  and  the  inquiries  of  all.  *  *  • 
"The  object  of  his  visit  to  England  was  accomplished  to  tho  ]>erfect  satisfaction  of 
r.  Franklin,  in  whoso  family  he  continued  for  somo  time  after  his  return  to  Paris, 
sing  charged  with  the  dispatches  of  the  commissioners  to  Congress,  he  left  Franco 
id  arrived  at  Philadelphia  in  May,  1779.  A  very  liberal  coniitensation  was  ma<le 
m  by  Congress  for  his  services  in  Europe,  and  Mr.  Austin  returned  to  his  business 
\  Boston."  t 

iwsrdBaBcrofi:  His  his-        §  19G.  We  HOW  approach  tlio  questioii  whether 

Edward  Bancroft,  who  will  frequeutly  appear  in 
16  following  pages  as  Franklin's  confulential  agent,  was  itt  the  time  of 


*Pnblishc<l  in  tho  Boston  Monthly  Magazine  for  July,  Pf2G. 
t  As  to  English  intermediaries,  see  tn/ra,  (  PJ7. 
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sucli  agency  iQ  British  employ.  It  may  be  that  at  some  future  period 
we  may  obtain  information  which  will  enable  us  to  auswer  this  qaestion 
definitely.  At  present  we  must  content  ourselves  with  marshaliDg 
such  authorities  as  bear  on  the  issue,  giving  merely  incidental  ooffl- 
ments  on  their  weight. 

In  Leslie  Stephen's  Dictionary  of  Biography  we  have  the  follow- 
ing: 

''Edward  Bauoroft,  M.  D.,  F.  R.  S.  (1744-1821),  natumlist  and  cbemitt,  a  mtnof 
yornatile  talents,  and  friend  of  Franklin  and  Priestly,  pnblished  in  17G9  an  able  tnct^ 
ate  in  dofonso  of  the  libortios  of  the  A*v.erican  Colonies.  He  paid  several  Tititito 
both  North  and  Sonth  America,  and  published  in  176!)  a  Natural  History  of  Qnlioi, 
containing  much  novel  information.  In  1770  he  published  a  novel  entitled  Cbarlci 
Wen tworth.  In  later  life  he  became  principally  concerned  in  dyeing  and  oalieo  print- 
iug,  in  which  he  made  important  discoveries.  In  1785  an  act  of  Parliament  second 
him  special  rigbt«  of  importing  and  using  a  certain  kind  of  oak  bark  In  oalieo  priDt- 
ing,  but  in  1709  a  bill  which  had  passed  the  House  of  Commons  for  eziendioghis 
rights  for  seven  yearn  failed  to  pass  the  Lords,  in  consequence  of  the  opposition  of 
many  northern  calico  printers.  Bancroft  was  bitterly  disappointed,  as  he  oonsidered 
he  had  exorcised  his  rights  liberally,  and  in  less  than  twelve  months  thebarl[in 
question  rose  to  three  times  the  price  at  which  Bancroft  had  invariably  supplied iV  . 
and  at  which  by  the  proposed  bill  he  would  have  been  bound  to  supply  itforsofw 
years  more.  In  1794  he  published  the  first  volume  of  an  extended  work  on  ooloniod 
calico  printing.  It  was  completed,  the  first  volume  being  remodeled,  in  1813.  Tho 
work  contains  a  valuable  account  and  discussion  of  the  theory  of  colors  and  ike 
methods  of  fixing  them." 

'  It  may  be  added  that  Bancroft  had  been  for  several  years  before  the 
war  one  of  the  editors  of  the  Monthly  lieviow,  and  had  written  in  that 
paper  a  series  of  strong  articles  in  maintenance  of  American  rights  aud 
in  vindication  of  Dr.  Franklin's  position  as  to  the  Hutchinson  papere. 
On  the  other  hand,  according  to  the  historian  Bancrofti  Edward  Ban- 
croft "  accepted  the  post  of  a  paid  American  spy  to  prei)are  liimself  for 
the  more  lucrative  oUice  of  a  double  spy  for  the  British  ministers."  It 
is  further  said  that  '^  Deane  called  over  Bancroft  as  if  ho  had  been  a 
colleague,  showed  him  his  letters  of  credence  and  his  instructionSytook 
him  as  a  companion  in  his  journeys  to  Versailles,  and  repeated  to  him 
exactly  all  that  passed  in  the  interviews  with  the  minister.  Bancroft 
returned  to  England,  and  his  narrative  for  the  British  ministry  is  a  fall 
record  of  the  first  oilicial  intercourse  between  France  and  the  United 
States.  The  knowledge  thus  obtained  enabled  the  British  ambassador 
to  embarnvss  the  shipment  of  supplies  by  timely  remonstrances,  for  the 
French  cabinet  was  unwilling  to  iippear  openly  as  the  complice  of  the 
insurgents."  ♦ 

The  same  view  is  taken  by  Mr.  Bigelow;  t  by  the  writer  of  a  note  on 
Bancroft  in  Appleton's  Encyclopedia  of  Biography;  and  by  Doniol, 
(vol.  2,  p.  102,  note,)  who  however,  simply  relies  on  the  historian  Ban- 
croft :   *<  L'{iin<5ricain  (Deane)  ne  pouvait  assez  vanter  les  services  qa'il 


*  i)  Bancroft's  United  States,  (ed.  18G0,)  G2,  64,  65. 
f  6  Franklin's  Works,  Bigelow's  ed.,  167,  n. 
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croyait  devoir  &  Bancroft    Oelaici  6tait-il  pay6  cbcr  au  foreign  oiBcet 
Noas  I'ignorons ;  en  tout  cas^  il  se  faisait  payer  aussi  par  Deaue.'' 

On  ihe  questiou  of  Bancroft's  fidelity  to  tbe  American  cause  during 
the  Revolution  we  may  first  notice  tbe  correspondence  between  George 
III  and  Ijord  Nortb  : 


€t 


1  oftn  not  say  that  I  look  iipoo  iiitolligeDce  from  Mr.  Weutworth  with  more  degree 
of  certaiiity  than  as  it  is  couArraod  by  others  ;  ho  is  an  avowed  stock-Jobber,  and 
therefore,  though  I  approve  of  employing  him,  I  never  lot  tliat  go  out  of  my  mind. 
I  can  not  say  his  dispatch,  which  I  return,  contains  anything  to  build  upon,  but  it 
convinces  me  that  Bancroft  Uentireljf  an  American,  and  that  every  word  he  used  on  that 
ooea9Um  was  to  deceive;  perhaps  they  think  Mr.  Wentwortli  has  been  sent  from  motives 
of  fear,  and  if  that  is  Franklin's  opinion,  the  whole  conduct  he  has  shewn  is  wise, 
and  to  me  it  unravels  what  other  ways  would  appear  inexplicable."  (George  III  to 
Lord  North,  December  31,  1777,  2  Correspondence,  etc.,  109.) 

"  By  an  intercepted  letter  of  Hancroft's,  received  last  night,  to  Mr.  Walpole,  it  seems 
oertaiii  Tomay  is  not  to  go  to  the  East  Indies."  (George  III  to  Lord  Nortb,  March  23, 
1779, 3  Correspondence,  etc.,  242.) 

Mr.  Walpole  was  Thomas  Walpole,  hereafter  to  be  noticed  as  an 
uncompromising  liberal  statesman,  as  an  attached  personal  friend  both 
of  Franklin  and  of  Bancroft,  and  as  the  party  to  whom  Franklin  com- 
mnnioated  such  American  politiciil  events  as  bo  desired  to  have  pub- 
lished in  Bngland.  A  man  of  high  personal  honor,  be  nevertheless 
was  regarded  by  George  III  as  an  **  avowed  enemy."  *  It  was  natural, 
therefore,  that  letters  to  him  from  Bancroft  should  be  ^^  intercepted  " 
by  tbe  British  Government*,  and  that  when  read  they  should  be  found 
to  contain  information  for  Walpole's  use.  But  tlie  very  tone  of  George 
III  shows  that  he  regarded  this  ^*  intercepted"  letter  as  coming  to  an 
**  enemy  "/row  an  "  enemy."  t 

"  I  retnrn  the  papers  received  from  Mr.  Wentworth.  You  look  on  me,  and  I  believe 
with  some  truth,  as  not  very  much  trusting  to  any  of  the  account-s  that  come  from 
Bancroft;  he  certainly  is  a  stock-jobber,  and  is  not  friendly  to  England,  and  perhaps 
ibo  dmseyor  (Wentworth)  is  not  less  a  dabbler  in  that  commodity,  and  above  all 
wishes  to  be  thought  active,  and  men  of  his  cast  are  often  credulous.''  (George  III 
to  Lord  Nortb,  January  16,  1778;  id.,  121). 

"The  intelligence  from  Bancroft '*  (not  from  Bancroft  to  us,  but  gathered  from 
Bancroft)  **  may  not  be  entirely  false,  though  it  is  cortaiuly  exaggerated,  for  to  intimi- 
date has  ever  been  one  of  his  chief  aims.''  (George  III  to  Lord  Nortb,  July  14, 1778 ; 
id.,  204.) 

Tlie  following  is  even  less  ambiguous : 

"  Lord  North  must  see  that  all  Bancroft's  news  "  (also  probably  obtained  through 
conversations  with  Wentworth)  "  has  been  for  a  considorablo  time  calculated  to 
intimidate;  therefore  no  groat  reliance  can  be  placed  on  what  comes  from  that  quar^ 
tor.  That  concerning  Prevost  is  certainly  without  foundation  ;  the  rest  may  bo  greatly 
exaggerated."    (George  III  to  Lord  North,  August  25,  1779;  id.,  277.) 

Was  this  "  news  "  also  '*  intercepted,"  or  was  Bancroft,  in  telling  it 
in.London  to  the  informers  of  the  administration,  doing  so  for  the  pur- 
pose of  carrying  out  Franklin's  views  I 


•  See  infra  }  202. 

tSee  2  Correspondence  George  III  with  Lord  North,  242,  338;  particularly  th<^ 
whole  letter  of  Oct.  31,  1780. 
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Still  more  stroug  is  the  language  of  Stortnonty  British  minister  at 
Paris,  who,  on  December  15,  1777,  in  a  letter  to  WeyniouUi,  British 
secretary  of  state,  speaks  of  Bancroft  being  in  '^ rebel"  employment, 
and  uses  language  in  reference  to  him  which  excludes  the  idea  of  liis 
being  a  British  emissary.* 

The  following,  from  the  Diary  of  Governor  Hutchinson,  shows  that 
by  that  well-informed  observer,  whose  mind  wsvs  at  tliat  time  bentou 
watching  public  opinion  in  England  as  to  the  war,  Bancroft  was  re- 
garded as  at  best  not  friendly  to  the  loyalist  cause. 

''  March  9,  1777.— At  conrt  and  tbe  drawing-room.    Lord  president  gave  me  an  ac^ 
ooiiDt  of  JoliD  tbe  couviot*8  oonfeasion  (of  attempt  to  fire  ships  at  Portsinoutb).t    H« 
is  a  Scotcbman,  abont  tweiity>five  years  of  age.    His  name  John  Aitkin ;  left  Edii^* 
bnrgh  about  five  years  ago,  and  went  to  Virginia ;  bus  listed  and  deserted  two  or  tbr^^ 
times ;  has  boon  in  Europe  about  two  years ;   oonfosses  eight  or  nine  thefts  t^^ 
robliorics;  denies  that  Dean  (Deane)  gave  him  a  bill  for  £300,  but  owns  heoov*^' 
mnuicated  his  design,  and  that  ho  enconraged  it ;  recommended  to  Dr.  Uancrof^  *^ 
Downing  streot;  gavo  him  twelve  si x-livre pieces;  told  him  this  was  eno'  to  car^ 
him  to  England,  and  promised  his  rewartl  when  he  hail  performed  his  service.**     ^* 
Hukhinson's  Diary,  141.) 

**Maroh  IG. — At  conrt.  *  *  *  Mention  made  of  Bancroft  and  of  its  being  inoumbe^^^ 
on  him  when  John  tlio  painter  was  apprehended  to  have  informed  goveroment  ^^ 
John's  liaving  boon  with  him.    Lord  MansfieUl  said  he  had  seen  a  vindication  ^^^ 
Bancroft  in  a  newspaper,  wliich  no  doubt  by  tho  appearance  of  it  was  his  own  doiu^^' 
but  said  nothing  in  his  favor.*'    (2  Hutchinson's  Diary,  144.) 

It  is  not  disputed  that  Bancroft  was  a  medium  of  communication^ 
between  Franklin  and  such  English  liberal  statesmen  as  sustained  th 
American  cause;  and  it  is  not  unlikely  that  when  in  Loudon  he  ma 
have  given  Wentworth  and  other  agents  of  the  ministry  such  Informix  ^ 
tion  ns  Franklin  considered  it  politic  in  this  way  to  disseminate.     Butf^ 
from  what  has  just  been  given  it  is  plain  that  Bancroft  was  regarded  b>^ 
George  III,  North,  and  Storinont  as  an  "American"  and  a  "rebel, 
and  as  in  no  sense  a  British  spy.    If  it  be  asked  why  in  such  case  w 
he  not  arrested;  why,  in  other  words,  was  he  permitted  to  make  trii 
across  the  Channel  carrying  information  to  and  fro,  the  answer  is  tha 
to  have  arrested  Bancroft  would  have  involved  the  arrest  of  a  larg 
part  of  the  whole  whig  opposition.    Washington  himself  could  not  hav 
written  letters  more  decisive  in  their  condemnation  of  the  British  wa 
policy  and  more  ardent  in  the  expression  of  desire  for  success  thai 
were  written  during  the  war  by  Burke,  by  Shelburne,  by  Thomas  Wal  — 
pole,  by  Horace  Walpole,  and  eminently  by  Richmond  and  Fox. 

As  equally  strong,  see  a  letter  from  Grafton  to  Shelburne  of  Novem  — 
ber  14,  1781,  in  the  Lansdowne  Collection,  copies  of  which  are  iu  th^ 
libraries  of  Mr.  Bancroft  and  of  Harvard  College. 

In  1888  the  question  was  put  to  Sir  Edward  Ucrslet,  who  has  chargo 
of  tho  records  of  the  British  foreign  oflice,  whether  any  letters  writlcn 
by  Bancroft  to  that  oflice  during  the  war  were  there  on  file.    The  reply 
was  that  no  such  letters  were  there  entered. 


•  Bancroft  MSti. 
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After  the  peace  Bancroft  visited  America  for  the  purpose  of  collect- 
iug  a  deb(  due  iu  South  Caroliua  to  the  Priuce  of  Luxembourg,  taking 
with  him  thefoilowiogletterof  introduction  fromFmukliu  to  Livingston, 
dated  at  Fassy,  June  12, 1783 : 

**  1  beg  leave  to  reoommend  to  your  oivilities  tbe  bearer  of  ibis,  Dr.  Baocroffc,  whom 
yon  wlU  fiud  a  very  inteHigeoty  aonsiblo  man,  well  acquaiuicd  wiib  ibe  state  of  aflairs 
bero,  and  who  has  heretofore  been  euiployed  in  the  Bervices  of  CongresB.  I  have  loni; 
known  him  aud  esteem  htm  highly.  D.  F.'^ 

On  November  26, 1785,  after  Bancroft  had  returned  from  Philadel- 
phia, Franklin  closed  a  letter  to  him  on  literary  and  i>olitical  matters, 
as  follows: 

"Aa  to  pnbhc  affaire,  it  is  long  since  I  gave  over  all  expectations  of  a  commercial 
treaty  between  na  and  Qreat  Britain,  and  I  think  we  can  do  as  well  or  better  without 
one  than  she  can.  •  •  •  My  best  wishes  and  those  of  uiy  family  attend  you.  Wo 
shall  be  happy  to  see  you  here  when  it  snits  you  to  visit  us ;  being  with  sincere  and 
great  esteem,  my  dear  friend,  yours  most  affectionately, 

"B.  Fbankuh."^ 

Bancroft,  supposing  him  when  in  Franklin's  confidence  during  the 
war  to  have  been  loyal  to  the  United  States,  occupied,  when  after  the 
lieace  he  resumed  British  allegiance,  a  position  analogous  to  that  of 
^  Benjamin  Yaughau  who,  assuming  him  to  have  been  loyal  to  the  British 
Government  when  employed  by  Shelburne  in  1780-'8j  and  when  a  mem- 
ber of  Parliament  in  1792,  changed  his  allegiance  by  becoming  in  179G 
a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  t  When  the  war  was  over  it  was  within 
the  province  of  either  to  elect  whichever  allegiance  he  preferred.  Ben- 
jamin Vaughan,  after  some  hesitation  and  delay,  elected  that  of  the 
United  States,  divesting  himself  of  his  prior  i>olitical  obligations,  but 
nevertheless  maintaining  friendly  relations  with  British  subjects  with 
whom  he  had  previously  been  intimate.  Bancroft,  whose  interests  were 
in  England,  elected  England  as  his  domicil,  but  without  breaking  off- 
his  intimacy  with  the  American  statesmen  with  whom  he  had  acted 
during  the  war.  It  wsts  with  the  knowledge  of  Franklin,  aud,  as  we 
have  just  seen,  with  a  letter  commending  him  to  Livingston,  that  Ban- 
croft made  the  visit  to  the  United  States  which  has  just  been  noticed. 
Ovx  attention  must  now  be  given  to  certain  letters  of  Bancroft  on 
Ale  in  the  British  foreign  oflice,  and  written  after  he  arrived  in  America 
on  the  visit  just  noticed,  (  and  which  now  become  relcv<int  in  deter- 
mining the  question  of  Bancroft's  fidelity  during  the  war,  a  question,  it 
must  be  remembered,  involving  not  merely  himself,  but  the  Americiiu 
legation  at  Faris  and  the  French  ministry,  who  would  both  be  o^ien  to 
the  charge  of  gross  negligence  should  it  appear  that  when  he  Wivs  in 
their  confidential  employment  during  the  war  he  was  a  British  spy.    It 


*  9  Franklin's  Works,  Bigelow's  ed.,  */79. 
t  As  to  Vanghaiiy  see  infra,  i  198. 

I  These  letters  are  published  in  the  appendix  to  Mr.  George  Bancroft's  admirable 
History  of  the  Constitution. 
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is  true  that  tbese  letters  were  written  after  tlie  war  closed  aud  after 
Baucroft  had  re«iinicd,  as  he  then  had  a  perfect  right  to  do,*bi8  allegi- 
ance to  the  British  crown.  If,  however,  tbese  letters  should  establish  a 
continuous  confldcntial  diplomaticagency  with  the  British  foreign  office, 
they  would  give  a  presumption  that  such  an  agency  bad  existed  dnriug 
the  war,  which  liad  not  long  before  closed.  In  an  issue  so  interesting  as 
lyhis  it  is  proper  that  these  letters  should  be  examined  in  detail. 

The  first  of  them  in  point  of  time  is  dated  at  Philadelphia,  November 
8,  1783;  the  second,  at  Philadelphia,  May  28, 1784;  both  of  these  ad- 
dressed to  William  Frazer,  a  friend  of  Bancroft,  then  connected  with 
the  British  foreign  ollice,  the  address  being  to  Frazer  individually,  with 
no  oflicial  title  attached  to  his  name.  We  have  next  in  date  a  paper 
entitled  '<  Additional  information  from  Dr.  Bancroft,  dated  August  26, 
1784,''  which  was  probably  handed  in  on  his  return  to  England ;  while 
the  fourth  is  dated  at  Paris,  December  8, 1784,  and  is  addressed  to  Lord 
Carmarthen.  Thoy  are  obviously  not  the  letters  of  a  diplomatic  agent 
That  of  May  28,  1784,  the  second  in  order,  for  instance,  begins,  <<  I  did 
myself  the  honor  of  writing  to  you  in  November  last-,  since  which  I 
have  passed  several  mouths  in  South  Carolina  in  endeavoring  to  obtain 
payment  of  considerable  sums  due  from  that  State  to  the  Prince  of 
Luxembourg."  No  diplomatic  agent,  commissioned  and  paid  as  such, 
on  an  errand  so  critical  as  that  of  reporting  on  the  relations  of  the 
United  States  to  the  mother  country,  would  permit  six  months  to  elapse 
between  his  first  and  liis  second  dispatches ;  nor  would  such  an  agent, 
on  sending  his  second  dispatch,  be  likely  to  say  that  he  had  been  engaged 
most  of  this  time  in  attempting  to  collect  a  claim  for  an  independent 
prince.  A  di])lomatic  svgent  sent  out  either  by  the  United  States  or  by 
Great  Britain  would,  in  an  analogous  case,  long  before  six  months  of  de* 

.  lay  had  expired,  have  been  either  dismissed  or  severely  reprimanded  for 
his  neglect.  But  so  far  from  such  being  the  case,  Bancroft's  letter  of 
May  28,  1784,  refers  to  no  letters  having  been  received  by  him  from  his 
supposed  employers  since  his  letter  of  November  8, 1783.  It  is  impos- 
sible to  infer  from  such  circumstances  either  that  Bancroft  was  at  the 
time  acting  under  oflicial  government  instructions,  or  that  he  consid- 
ered himself  as  a  diplomatic  agent  of  a  government.  The  correspond- 
ence, now  open  to  us,  between  that  government  and  its  diplomatic 
agents  at  that  era,  is  so  voluminous  and  thorough,  that  we  can  not  cou- 
ceive  that  in  a  matter  so  critical  as  would  have  been  an  agency  to 
inquire  as  to  the  political  relations  of  the  United  States  it  would  have 
permitted  six  months  to  elapse  without  instructions,  or  without  even  a 
reply  to  the  communication  sent  by  him  on  November  8,  1783.  Yet 
even  as  late  as  August  2G,  1784,  more  than  nine  months  after  that  letter, 
there  is  no  reference  made  by  Bancroft  to  any  reprimand  or  censure 

•  such  as  thsit  with  which  he  would  have  certainly  been  visited  had  he 
been  a  government  oflicial  intrusted  by  the  foreign  office  with  a  mission 
so  delicate  and  so  important.    Nor,  in  view  of  the  zealous  discharge  of 
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the  duties  assigned  bim  by  Franklin  during  the  war,  can  we  reconcile 
with  a  British  diplomatic  agency  his  silence  for  the  six  months  betwi'cn 
November  8, 1783,  and  May  28, 1784,  and  his  engagement  during  the 
same  period  in  a  business  commission  for  a  foreign  power.  The  solution 
of  this  difficulty  is  to  be  found  in  the  position  that  Bancroft's  visit  to 
America  in  ]  783  was  mainly  on  account  of  the  claim  business  on  which  he 
was  engaged  in  South  Carolina  during  the  winter  of  1783-'84,  and  that 
his  letters  to  Frazer  and  his  communication  of  August,  1784,  were 
simply  friendly  communications  for  the  use  of  Fox,  who  was  minis- 
ter of  foreign  affairs  when  Bancroft  left  England.  Bancroft  was  an 
intimate  friend  of  Thomas  Walpole,  who  had  been,  as  we  will  see,  a 
strong  supporter  during  the  war  of  Amo.rican  rights,  and  inconstant 
intercourse  with  Fox.  It  was  natural  therefore  that  Fox  should  have 
said  to  Bancroft,  ''Tell  me  when  you  get  to  America  what  you  can  as  to 
the  prospects  of  federal  alliance,  or  at  least  as  to  commercial  reciproci- 
ly^^^and  that  Bancroft  should  have  agreed  to  do  so,  though  without 
salary  or  obligatory  official  relations  which  would  have  put  him  under 
instructions  or  required  him  to  make  stated  official  rejiorts. 

This  view  is  sustained  by  the  contents  of  these  letters.  The  first, 
that  of  November  8, 1783,  speaks  of  the  alarm  produced  by  the  king's 
proclamation  excluding  the  United  States  from  the  free  trade  they  had 
maintained  with  the  West  Indies  before  the  war,  and  states  that  Morris 
and  *' the  most  sensible  men  here"  (at  Philadelphia)  were  inclined  to 
retaliate  by  levying  a  tonnage  duty  on  British  vessels  coming  to  the 
United  States.  This  measure,  however,  he  declared  wouhl  fall  from 
the  inability  of  Oongress  without  new  powers  to  enact  it;  and  he  next 
proceeds  to  dilate  on  the  weakness  of  the  government  and  the  danger 
of  its  dissolution  in  terms  by  no  means  darker  than  those  used  at  the 
same  time  by  Washington  and  Morris  in  letters  hereafter  given.  He 
dwells,  in  words  singularly  like  those  used  by  Morris  at  the  same  time, 
on  the  excessive  importation  of  foreign  goods,  of  which 'Hhe  British 
are  the  only  manufactures  which  have  afforded  any  profit." 

The  letter  of  May  28,  written  after  passing  '*  several  months  in  South 
Carolina"  on  the  Luxembourg  agency,  begins  by  noticing  that  degen- 
eration of  Congress  which  was  at  that  time  deplored  by  Washington,  by 
Jay,  by  Jefferson,  and  by  Miulison,  and  proceeds  to  speak  of  a  project 
for  the  payment  of  public  debts  by  the  sale  of  public  lands,  lie  next 
touches  on  the  sending  <<Mr.  Jefierson  to  join  Dr.  Franklin  and  Mr. 
Adams  as  commissioners  to  conclude  commercial  treaties  with  different 
European  powers,  and  particularly  with  G  reat  Britain ; "  and  then,  using 
language  very  remarkable  if  he  w^is  writing  as  a  subordinate  oflicial  to 
bis  principal,  he  proceeds  to  say  that  *'  a  commercial  treaty  with  your 
government  is  really,  though  not  avowedly,  the  object  which  iletermined 
Congress  at  this  time  to  adopt  this  measure."  Ue  speaks  of  a  more  con- 
ciliatory tone  in  America  towards  England,  and  tadds  that  "toward 
this  change  of  sentiment  here  I  have,  as  I  think,  contributed  in  many 
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ways."    lie  revorts  to  the  weakDess  both  of  federal  and  of  state  govem- 
lu^iitSy  aud  then  comes  this  remarkable  passage: 

"Mr.  Jefferson  is  Just  now  informed,  as  he  tells  me,  that  the  great  leader  of  th^ 
Virginiausi  Mr.  Patrick  Henry,  who  has  been  violently  opXYoecd  to  every  idea  9^ 
increasing  the  i>ower8  of  Congress,  is  convinced  of  his  error,  aud  has  within  thes^ 
few  days  pledgoil  himself  to  Mr.  Madison,  Mr.  Jones,  and  others  to  support  a  pi 
which  they  are  to  prepare  and  propose  to  the  legislature  of  Yirgiuia  for  amending  tb 
Confederation  by  a  further  concession  of  powers  to  Congress." 

After  noticiug  tlio  consular  negotiations  between  Congress  and  th 
French  Government,  ho  closes  by  saying  that,  Luzerne  having  **  hirec 
a  very  fine  ship  to  carry  himself  and  suite  to  I/Oriont,  I  have  accep 
the  offer  he  has  repeatedly  pressed  upon  me  of  taking  my  passage  wit 
him.'^ 

The  <'  additional  information  ^  of  August  26,  1784|  furnished  after 


Bancroft's  arrival  in  England,  and  written  at  a  time  when  he  was  re- 
lieved from  any  anxiety — if  he  had  any — as  to  inspection  of  the  mails 
breathes  the  same  spirit  as  the  two  letters  above  sketched.    He  speak 
of  the  inability  of  Congress  to  obtain  power  to  prohibit  importation 
aud  of  a  commercial  treaty  with  Spain,  as  to  which  he  observes  tha 
**  neither  Dr.  Franklin  nor  Mr.  Jefferson  had  any  expectation  of  obtain — 
iug  it  when  I  left  Paris." 

Ue  next  takes  up  the  suggestion  that  non-intercourse  measures  on 
the  part  of  Great  Britain  might  lead  to  a  reaction  in  ^the  American 
commercial  States  in  favor  of  Great  BriUiiu,  aud  says  that  '^  if  the  views- 
of  his  majesty's  ministers  (Pitt  then  being  at  the  head  of  affairs,  the 
Fox-North  ministry  having  been  dismissed  in  the  previous  December) 
extend  toward  a  recovery  of  the  sovereignty  of  the  now  United  States, 
or  toward  a  dissolution  of  their  Confederation,  or  of  their  present  con- 
nection with  Franco,  these  ends  will  be  best  promoted  by  an  adherence 
to  the  exclusion  policy."  Ue  then,  naturally  enough,  says  that  *'such 
events"  {e.  r/.,  dissolution  of  the  Union  aud  trade  with  France),  could 
they  be  certainly  i)roduce(l,  would  not  be  very  interesting  to  Great 
Britain,  and  that,  after  what  has  happened^  none  but  commercial  advan- 
tages arc  to  be  expected  from  America,  Should  this  be  the  cascjit  may 
perhaps  be  icell  to  consider  tchciher  some  facilities  may  not  he  advanta-^ 
geously  given  to  the  United  States  respecting  their  former  interconrse  tcith 
the  West  Indies  and  the  sale  of  their  shipping  in  Great  Britain^  not  only 
to  jyrcvent  those  essential  measures  which  have  been  meditated  against  this 
country^  but  for  the  more  reasonable  purpose  of  enabling  them  to  buy  and 
pay  for  greater  quantities  of  British  manufactures  than  Uiey  can  other- 
wise do.^ 

The  fourth  letter,  written  from  Paris  on  December  8, 1784,  to  Lord 
Carmarthen,  is  on  its  face  a  letter  not  from  a  political  agent,  but  from 
an  acquaintance,  giving  such  current  news  as  could  be  picked  np  in 
Paris  as  to  the  affairs  of  the  United  States.  It  does  not  pretend  to  give 
conlideutial  infovmaV'iow^  v\\\v\  v\\^  o\\\^  Vw^toC  iuterest  which  it  states, 
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that  of  tbe  difficulty  of  getting  a  qnornm  of  tlio  recess  cominitti'e  ap- 
pointed in  tlie  prior  autumn  by  Oougress,  is  iutroduceil  by  tlio  words, 
"As  your  lordsbip  bas  probably  beard.'^ 

Tbese,  witb  tbe  exception  of  a  trivial  meinorandnm  on  tbe  Frencb 
tariff  on  flsb  oil,  dated  September  2, 1780,  are  Ibe  only  communications 
from  Bancroft  to  Britisb  officials  on  record,  and  tbese  are  not  only  from 
tbeir  structure  irreconcilable  witb  tbe  assumption  tbat  be  made  tbem 
as  a  Britisb  diplomatic  agent,  but  tbey  are  in  substance  just  wbat  we 
would  suppose  to  bave  been  written  by  one  who,  h)yal  to  tbe  American 
Ciiuse  during  tbe  war,  was  asked  by  Fox,  when  proposing  to  visit  Amer- 
ica after  tbe  peace,  to  report  as  to  tbe  attitude  of  America  on  tbe  sub- 
ject of  reciprocity  witb  Great  Bribiin,  Tiicre  is  no  word  said  as  to 
tami)ering  witb  tbe  old  tory  element,  as  would  bave  been  tbe  case  bad 
be  been  an  emissary'  sent  to  sow  disaflection.  If  the  writer  tells  about 
tbe  tben  loss  of  character  of  Congress,  and  tbe  spirit  of  insubordination 
rife  in  the  States,  this  is  no  more  than  was  said  in  all  tbe  newspapers 
of  tbe  time,  and  was  a  matter  of  public  notoriety.  He  refers  indeed  on 
one  occasion  to  information  derived  from  Jefferson,  and  through  him 
from  Madison  and  Patrick  Henry,  but  this  information  is  of  a  character 
calculated  to  strengthen  rather  than  weaken  the  United  States  in  the 
opinion  of  England.  It  is  true  that  when  Bancroft  returned  to  England 
a!id  found  the  Fox-North  ministry  overthrown  and  Pitt  in  power,  bo 
suggested  tbe  probable  effect  of  non-intercourse  in  bringing  about  a 
reconciliation  of  tbe  commercial  States  witb  the  mother  country.  But 
this  suggestion  was  only  made  to  be  at  once  dismissed  as  untenable, 
and  tbe  communication  closes  witb  a  recommendation  of  entire  reci- 
])rocity  witb  tbe  United  States  as  the  policy  most  promotive  of  tbe  in- 
terests of  botb  countries.  These  are  the  only  communic<atioiis  ma<le  b}' 
Bancroft  to  tbe  British  Government,  and  though  made  after  the  peace, 
tbey  contain  views  whose  drift  is  not  materially  different  from  tbat  of 
tbe  correspondence  at  the  same  time  of  Washington,  of  Madison,  of 
Morris,  and  of  Hamilton.*  It  may  be  that  other  papers  may  come  to 
light  whicb  may  show  treachery  on  the  part  of  Bancroft  during  tbe 
lievolution,  but  tbe  letters  just  cited  do  not  supply  such  jiroof. 

It  remains  to  consider  the  charge  tbat  Bancroft,  and  back  of  him  it 
is  intiuiated  Franklin,  used  diplomatic  secrets  for  the  purpose  of  stock 
gambling  in  London.  Of  this  charge  we  Jiave  two  specifications.  The 
first  is  that  Bancroft's  secret  intelligence  of  the  capitulation  of  Burgoyne 
was  thus  corruptly  used.  The  story,  fis  coming  originally  from  Arthur 
Jjce,  and  as  repeated  by  Donne,t  is  that  when  the  news  of  this  capitu- 
lation was  brought  to  Passy  by  Austin,  who  came  as  a  special  mes- 
senger from  Boston  for  this  purpose,  the  commissioners,  together  witb 
Bancroft,  William  Lee,  and  Beaumarchais,  were  assembled  at  Piissy  to 


•  S«o  infrOy  J  201)^.  /  and  also  index,  title  W'wbinglon.  Miwlison,  Morris. 
1 2  Correapondonco  George  III  and  Lord  Nortli,  04. 
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Iiear  the  dispatches,  nnd  that  immediately  after  tbey  ware  read  Ba*"^' 
croft  hurried  off  to  London  (with  Franklin's  connivance  it  is  intimale^^  ^ 

to  sell  the  news  in  the  best  way  be  conld.    And  this,  it  is  intimated,  fc^^  . ' 

sncceeded  in  doing.    Now,  if  it  should  appear  that  the  news  of  Bu.^*'  \ 

proyne's  capitulation  had  reached  London  before  Bancroft  could  possibl^ S  ' 

have  arrived  there  after  the  Passy  meeting,  and  that  this  roust  hav      ~^ 
been  expected  by  him,  (his  charge,  so  far  as  any  corrupt  actioo  is  co 
cerned,  fiills.    As  this  question  is  one  which  involves  the  integrity 
Bancroft,  and  in  tlie  most  charitable  view  the  sagacity  and  fidelity  o 
Franklin,  the  following  details  bearing  on  it  deserve  study : 

On  November  7, 1777,  Ilorace Walpole  thus  writes  to  Mann:* 

'*  Of  what  thore  in  uo  doubt  is,  thU  check  Burgoyne  htu  received,  and  tbe  diaireta  o 
[lis  army,  that  tlio  Inst  accounts  left  io  danger  of  being  starved.    Tbero  have  beer 
nccouuls  of  bis  recovering  the  blow,  but  I  can  not  find  one  person  who  believes  tbat 
[n  one  word,  it  is  a  very  serious  moment;  and  without  greater  views,  the  misery  oi 
90  many  who  have  relations  and  friends  both  io  Howe's  and  Bargoyne'a  armies  ia 
terrible.    It  is  known  that  the  latter  had  twenty-six  officers  wounded ;  and  as  ibniB 
names  are  not  come,  ten  times  the  number  may  be  suffering  the  worst  anxiety.    Tb^ 
distanco  of  the  war  angnienta  its  horrors  almost  as  maoh  as  its  expense,  and  makes  iB 
grow  every  day  more  irksome." 

On  December  4,  to  the  same  correspondent,  he  says:  t 

"On  Tuesday  night  [December  2]  came  news  from  Carleton  at  Qaebeo,  whiclc: 
indeed  had  come  from  France  earlier,  announcing  the  total  annihilation  (as  to  Amer — ^~^- 
ica)  of  Burgoync's  army.'' 

In  llntchinson's  Diary  (2,  1^8)  we  have  the  following  entries: 

"  December  1,  1777. — Alinon  tolls  me  this  morning  a  vessel  is  arrived  at  Nantes  fron«^  ^^ 
Oharlcstown ;  Bailed  lOtli  October;  advines  the  total  loss  of  Bnrgoyne's  army  an(V  -^^ 
tlio  distressed  stnte  of  Howo'h.     I  think  Almou  wishes  it  may  prove  trne,  as  do  to< 
many  out  [of]  opposition  to  administration.     •     *     • 

"3.  Qoing  into  tlio  city  I  mot  Mr.  Watson,  who  gave  me  the  first  aeoount  of 
ship  from  Quebec  with  advice  of  the  surrender  of  Burgoyne  and  bis  army. 

"4.  The  papers  this  morning  nil  agree  in  the  arrival  of  tbe  tFarwiek  man-of-war 
which  sailed  the  2d  of  October  from  Quebec,  and  that  Burgoyne's  army  laid  dowi 
their  arms  aftor  having  boon  some  days  without  provisions.    It  is  said  that  tbey  a: 
to  bo  sent  homo;  that  Fraser  is  killed,  with  eight  hundred  men  out  of  a  thousand 
with  which  he  attempted  to  make  way  through  an  infinite  number  of  provincials." 

Of  John  Loring  Austin,  who  brought  to  Franklin  official  information  o 
the  surrender,  an  interesting  memoir  is  in  the  Boston  Monthly  Magazin 
for  July,  182G,  a  publication  now  very  rare,  a  copy  of  which  is  in  the 
Congressional  Library.    From  this  memoir,  which  evidently  came  from 
Austin's  family,  relying  on  his  own  statements,  the  following  passage 
is  taken : 

"As  soon  as  the  ofiicial  dispatches  of  the  surrender  of  Qeneral  Bnrgoyne  conld  be 
prepared  Mr.  Austin  sailed  with  them  from  Boston,  which  port  he  left  on  tbe  last  day 
Dctobor,  1777.  •  "  •  Xlie  packet  and  the  young  man  were  both  preserved  and 
irrived  safe  at  Nantes  on  the  last  day  of  November  foUowipg,  The  oommissioners  had 
issembled  at  Dr.  Franklin's  apartments  on  the  rumor  that  a  special  nieaseDger  had 
irrived,  and  wero  too  impatient  to  suffer  a  moment's  delay.    Tbey  reeeived  him  in 

*  7  CnnninftViauVB \»I BAv^\«k,  ^.  \  Id,,  10. 
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tie  cooii-yard.  Before  he  had  time  to  alight  Dr.  Fnuikliii  addressed  him :  <  Sir,  is 
hiUdelphia  taken  f  '  Yes,  sir.'  Tlie  old  gontlcnmii  clnspcd  bis  hnuds  and  returned 
>  the  hotel.  *  But,  sir,  I  have  greater  news  than  that ;  General  liHrgopne  and  hia  whole 
rmjf  are  prieonere  of  war,*  The  ofibct  was  electrical.  The  dispatches  wore  scarcely 
md  Uefore  they  were  pnt  nnder  copy.  Mr.  Austin  was  himself  impressed  into  the 
»Tice  of  transcribing  them.  Communication  was  without  delay  made  to  the  French 
linister." 

Nantos  is  two  haudred  and  ten  miles  westsoutli  west  from  Paris.  As  is 
tated  by  Stormont,  in  a  letter  hereafter  given,  Austin  reached  Nantes 
u  Monday,  December  1,  and  even  on  the  most  rapid  traveling  he  could 
ot  have  reached  Passy  before  Wednesday,  December  3.  As  a  matter 
f  fact  he  did  not  aiTive  there  until  Thursday,  December  4,  as  appears 
rom  the  following  entry  in  Arthur  Lee's  journal  under  tbat  date: 

"Mr.  Anstin  arrived  with  dispatches  from  Congress  at  Yorktown,  in  Pennsylvania, 
'hither  they  had  removed  on  the  evacuation  of  Philadelphia,  of  which  General 
[owe  took  possession  on  tbe  2Gth  of  September.  The  express  left  Boston  the  30th  of 
>ctober,  and  brought  the  account  of  the  surrender  of  Burgoyne  and  his  army  at 
aratoga,  on  the  17th,  prisoners  of  war,  after  he  had  been  beiiten  out  of  his  camp 
itrenchments.  And  of  the  battle  of  Germantown,  on  the  4tli,  by  General  Washing- 
ID,  In  which  he  was  by  mistake,  in  a  fog,  obliged  to  retreat,  after  having  routed  both 
ring^  of  the  enemy.  Tbe  commissioners  sent  immediately  an  express  to  Versailles, 
nd  Mr.  Lee  wrote  to  the  Spanish  ambassador  and  the  Prussian  secretary  of  state, 
n  aceonnt  of  this  important  news.''  * 

The  dates  then  si)eak  as  follows : 

October  13,  1777. — Burgoyne  calls  his  commanders  of  corps  in  council  and  a  OApitu- 
iition  is  unanimously  agreed  on. 

October  17. — Convention  of  capitulation  signed. 

October  19. — Vessel  sails  from  Charlestown  for  Nantes,  advising  total  loss  of  Bur- 
oyne's  army.  As  the  news  by  this  vessel  was  In  London  on  December  1,  according 
9  Hutchinson,  she  must  have  arrived  at  Nantes  about  November  27. 

October  31. — Austin  sails  from  Boston  with  official  dispatches,  arriving  at  Nantes 
)ecember  1. 

November  1. — Walpole  writes  that  Burgoyne  is  in  great  distress. 

November  24. — Ship  Warwiokf  Captain  Montroy,  which  sailed  from  Quebec  on  Oc- 
9ber  28,  arrived  at  Spilhead,  and  iu  a  letter  from  Portsmouth  of  November  24  it 
I  stated  that  "the  captain  immediately  set  off  express  for  London,  and  it  is  reported 
bat  General  Burgoyne  is  taken  prisoner  with  his  whole  army.  No  intercourse  is  por- 
litted  with  his  ship." 

November  29. — The  London  Chronicle  states  that  by  a  letter  which  came  yesterday 
y  the  French  mail  it  was  stated  ''as  a  certain  fact  that  General  Burgoyne  had  in  an 
Dgagement  with  Arnold  suhcred  a  severe  defeat.'' 

December  1.— Hutchinson  is  informed  by  Alnion  of  the  total  loss  of  Burgoyne's 
rmy;  news  coming  via  Charlest>own. 

December  2.— Captain  Montroy  arrived  at  the  adniirnlty  ''with  the  melancholy 
dvice  of  General  Burgoyne  with  his  whole  army  being  made  prisoners  of  war."  t 

December  3. — Barr6,  in  the  IIouho  of  Commons,  on  refcronco  to  the  news  published 
December  2,  inquired  of  the  ministry  as  to  what  had  become  of  Burgoyne,  and  Norlh 
dmitted  that  very  disastrous  information  had  come  through  Canada,  but  as  yet 
othing  official,  t 


1  Arthur  Lee's  Life,  357.  t  London  Chronicle,  Doc.  2-4,  1777. 

1 3  Sholburne's  Life,  12. 
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December  3 — Hnicliinson  bears  of  arriyal  of  ship  from  Qnebeo  givio|c  advice  of 
Biirgoyne's  Rurrendor. 

December  4.— Austin  arrives  at  Passy  with  dispatches,  and  findt  the  oo«i»iffi«iert 
there  assembled  waiting  for  him, 

Anstin's  account  of  liis  arrival  at  Passy,  it  mast  be  renieinbere<ii 
was  not  a  coutemporaiicons  entry  by  bliuself,  as  were  tbe  notes  of  Wal- 
pole  and  HutcliinRon,  but  was  pablisbed  after  his  death,  many  year^ 
after  the  event  of  whicli  it  treats,  and  was  probably  derived  by  memory 
from  his  conversations.    That  he  was  the  first  bearer  of  an  official  n^^ 
port  of  the  capitulation  who  reached  Franklin  is  the  point  of  his  stat^^ 
ment    Tliis  priority  of  oflicial  announcement  is  not  inconsistent  witl^ 
the  arrival  some  days  before  at  Nantes  of  a  Charlestowu  vessel  bring 
\i\g  the  same  news  unoflicially,  since  it  is  plain  from  the  Austin  state  — 
ment  that  tlie  commissioners  had  such  a  foreshadowing  of  the  im 
portance  of  the  news  to  be  expected  that  they  were,  on  Anstiu'i 
arrival,  anxiously  awaiting  him.    As,  on  December  1,  the  capitnlatio 
was  known  in  London,  through  France,  the  informal  knowledge  of  i 
must  have  renclied  Franklin  at  least  by  November  30.    If  Bancro 
was  meditating  stock -jobbing  in  London  on  faith  of  the  news  ho  wonU 
have  set  off  for  London  as  soon  as  the  news  was  received.    So  far  fro 
doing  so,  ho  waited  at  Passy  not  only  until  Austin*8  arrival  on  De — 
comber  4,  but  until  the  dispatches  brought  by  Austin  ha<l  been  copied — 
Assuming  Bancroft  to  Imve  been  the  shrewd  intriguer  and  8i)ecalatoi 
he  is  assumed  to  be,  he  must  have  known  on  December  4  that  the  newi 
wliich  had  reached  Nantes  on  November  27  would  have  reached  Lon- 
don before  he  could  arrive  there.    And  such  was  undoubtedly  the  cas< 
The  capitulation  was  known  in  London  on  December  1,  when  Bancroi 
was  still  at  Passy.* 

The  copies  of  the  home  correspondence  of  the  British  legation  afl^  -t 
Paris,  deposited  among  the  Sparks  Papers  at  Harvard  College,  give.^^^ 
us  additional  information  to  the  same  effect.  On  December  6  Stor—  ^^• 
mont,  British  minister  at  Paris,  writes  to  Weymouth,  British  secretary 
of  state,  that  he  has  received  information  of  Burgoyne*s  surrender,  and 
communicating,  nmong  other  matter,  a  copy  of  a  paper  of  Franklin, 
"  embodying  the  substcinco  of  letters  from  Congress  which  left  BostorK'"^*" 
October  31  and  reached  Nantes  December  1."  As  Arthur  Lee's  secre- 
tary was  a  British  spy,  it  nmy  be  easily  conjectured  in  what  way  this 
paper  of  Franklin  reached  Stormont. 

It  is,  at  first  sight,  very  remarkable  that  when,  on  December  8,  1777,, 
the  commissioners  addressed  a  memorial  to  Vergennes,  urging recogni- 
fiou  from  France,  they  did  not  say  a  word  in  reference  to  the  Saratoga 

•The  Dully  AdvcrtiHcr  of  Thursday,  Decomber  4,  1777,  contnins  an  extract  of  a 
loiter  from  Portsinoiith,  Doc.  2  (Tuesday),  announcing  Burgoyne's  surrender.  It 
therefore  took  two  days  for  the  news  which  reached  Spithead  on  Tuesday  to  be  dis- 
seminated in  London.  A  journey  from  Paris  to  Loudon  could  not  have  conaumed  less 
than  four  days. 
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capiluhition,  wbicb  had  such  a  marked  bearinp:  on  the  isane  of  rccogni- 
tioTiy  while  on  December  9  Arthur  Lee,  in  a  letter  to  Aranda,  inclosing 
a  copy  of  this  memorinl  and  a8kin<r  recognition  from  Spain,  is  cqnally 
silent  as  to  the  capitulation.  The  biographer  of  Arthur  Lee  (his 
nephew,  who  had  access  to  all  his  memoranda),  after  giving  these  two 
letters,  proceeds  to  say  that  "  a  few  days  after  the  presenting  of  the 
al>ovo  memorial  to  the  Count  Vergennes  intelligence  of  the  surrender 
of  Burgoyne  reached  the  comnn'ssioners.  They  immediately  laid  it 
before  the  French  court,  and  Mr.  Lee  acquainted  the  Spanish  ambassa- 
dor with  the  grateful  information  of  that  event"*  This  statement  of 
dale  is  a  manifest  oiTor,  as  appears  by  the  extract  from  Lee's  journal 
above  quoted,  which  is  printed  in  the  same  volume.  And  in  the  same 
journal  are  the  following  entries  under  date  of  December  G  <ind  8, 
1877: 

"Gth.  MoiiR.  Gorard,  first  socrotary  to  Connt  Vorp^nnnos,  mofc  the  coniuiis5)ionor8  at 
Passj.  llo  said  1io  came  from  the  Counts  Mauropas  and  VotgonDcs  to  congratulate 
the  commissioners  npon  the  news,  t-o  assure  thom  of  the  great  pleasure  it  gave  at 
Yersainos,  and  to  desire  on  the  part  of  the  king  any  farther  particulars  ihny  might 
have.  He  was  informed  that  extracts  were  making  from  all  the  papers,  which  should 
be  sent  the  moment  it  was  furnished  ;  and  Mr.  L.  )>romi8u«l  to  scud  extracts  from  his 
brother's  letters,  which  contained  some  further  particulars.  Mr.  Qorard  *  *  *  said 
as  there  now  apx>eared  no  doubt  of  (he  ability  and  resolution  of  the  States  to  maintain 
their  Independeooy,  he  could  assure  them  It  was  wished  they  wouhl  reasnme  their 
former  proposition  of  alliance,  or  nny  new  one  thoy  might  have,  and  that  it  could 
not  be  done  too  soon.  •  *  •  Dr.  Franklin  nnderfook  to  draw  up  a  memorial,  as 
Mr.  Gerard  desired,  and  Mr.  L.  was  to  attend  next  day  to  consult  upon  it.    *     *     * 

"8th.  Signed  the  memorial  to  Count  Vefgonnos  desiring  an  immediate  considera- 
tion of  the  treaty  that  hail  been  proposo<l,  and  sent  it  by  young  Mr.  Franklin,  with 
cztraots  from  various  American  papers  relative  to  the  operations  against  Bnrgoyne's 
army."  t 

Of  the  letters  annonncing  the  event  to  the  French  court  and  to  Schn- 
lenberg  we  have  no  record ;  but  a  letter  from  Schnlenburg  to  Arthur 
Leo  of  December  18,  1777,  to  be  hereafter  given,  contains  the  follow- 
ing: 

"I  learned  by  the  letter  you  did  mo  the  honor  to  write  on  the  ith  of  this  month  that 
those  advantages  (Howe's  advance)  are  more  than  balnncod  by  the  surrender  of 
General  Burgoyno." 

Arthur  Lee  also,  in  a  letter  to  Samnel  Adams  of  Decembor  18, 1777,} 
R])eaks  of  "the  autlientic  accounts  which  reached  most  parts  of  Europe 
about  the  same  time,  the  hcginnimj  of  (his  monthy  of  Burgoyne^ s  surrender/^ 
etc. 

It  is  clear  therefore  that  Austin  arrived  at  Passy  and  delivered  .his 
papers  on  December  4,  and  probable  that  the  omission  of  the  commis- 
sioners to  notice  the  capitulation  in  their  letter  to  Vergennes  of  Decem- 
ber 8  is  to  be  exidained  by  their  having  previously  announced  it  in  a 


•  1  Arthur  Lee's  Life,  113.  f  Ibid,,  357,  :«>8.  |  Ibid,,  114. 
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letter  now  lost    Bnt,  however  this  may  be,  it  is  clear  that  the  news  of 
the  sarrender  did  not  reach  Loudon  through  Bancroft.* 

Baooroft  won  nt  Paris  on  Jannary  22, 1778,  and  hearing  of  Arthur  Leo's  chaigee  as  to 
his  commnuioatiug  tho  Saratoga  news,  he  then  wrote  a  letter,  now  among  the  Sparki 
BiSS.  at  Harvard,  resouthig  with  great  spirit  this  charge  and  declaring  its  baselew- 
noss;  and  this  was  fuUo wed  up  hy  a  letter  from  him  on  February  9,  1778.  Arthur 
Lee,  in  ftict,  seems  to  liavo  been  convinced  of  the  injustice  of  the  charge,  for  in  a  letter 
to  Ricliard  11.  Leo  ofFcbruary  5, 177H,  now  in  t1)e  University  of  Virginia  collection,  be 
declares  that  on  **  further  information  "  received  hy  liim  he  exonerates  Bailoroft  from 
the  charge  of  disloyal  disclosures.  Such  disclosures  were  undoubtedly  made,  hot 
they  were  made  by  Arthur  Lee's  own  treacherous  secretary,  Thornton,  who  placed, 
as  wo  will  sec,  in  tho  liaiuls  of  tho  British  ministry  copies  of  the  commissioner's  let- 
ters to  Vorgonnes  of  Decemher  8, 1777,  and  to  Congress  of  December  18  and  19,  1777,  t 
and  from  whom,  probably,  Stormont  received  the  information  communicated  by  him 
in  his  letter  to  Weymouth,  already  noted,  of  December  6. 

The  other  si>cc]Qcation  relates  to  the  alleged  corrupt  disolosares  by 
Bancroft  in  London  of  the  French -American  treaty  of  February,  1778.1 
Ab  to  this  it  may  bo  remarked  as  follows:  (1)  As  early  as  January  30, 
1778,  when  Bancroft  was  at  Passy,  Weymouth,  British  secretary  of 
state,  wrote  to  Grantliain,  minister  at  Madrid,  that  there  ^Ms  good  rea- 
son to  suspect  that  a  treaty  is  forming  and  perhaps  concluded  between 
the  French  court  and  the  Americans  in  rebellion."! 

(2)  As  early  as  January  5, 1778,  Hutchinson  ||  speaks  of  the  Duke  of 
Manchester  having  a  letter  from  France  announcing  a  treaty  with  the 
United  States.  And  on  February  18, 1778,  <<  it  is  said  the  French  have 
actually  entered  into  a  treaty  of  commerce  with  them  (the  United 
States)  ns  indei)endent  States."^ 

(3)  On  February  17,  according  to  Horace  Walpole,  Lord  North  "  was 
asked  (by  Fox)  *  if  ho  did  not  know  that  the  treaty  between  the  Ameri- 
cans and  Franco  is  signed.'  He  would  not  answer  till  Sir  Oeorge 
Saville  hallooed  out :  'An  answer,  au  answer,  au  answer.'  His  lordship 
then  rose,  could  not  deny  the  fact,  but  said  that  he  did  not  know  it 
officially;  that  is,  I  suppose  it  does  not  stand  on  the  vot^sof  the  Parlia- 
ment at  Paris."** 

To  this  it  is  added,  in  a  note,  that  Fox  stated,  "My  cousin,  Thomas 
Walpole,  had  acquainted  nic  that  the  treaty  with  France  was  signed." 
As  we  hear,  in  the  correspondence  above  quoted  of  George  III,  of  letters 
from  Bancroft  to  Thomas  Walpole  being  ''intercepted,"  and  in  this  way 


*  Sco  2  Partou's  Frniikliii,  281,  whore  it  is  said  that  Austiu  reached  Passy  in  "» 
chnJKo,"  and  that  a  rumor  ])rocodo<l  him  of  his  arrival,  so  that  **  the  oirole  of  officials 
Americans"  had  tiiiio  to  ^ct  out  to  Passy  to  moot  him.  This  precludes  the  idea  o^ 
vor3'  great  precipitancy  of  travel. 

\^VQ  infra,  $  207. 

tThis  charge  is  ox|)ress1y  made  hy  Richard  H.  Loo  in  a  letter  to  Arthur  Lee.    (Le0 
MSS.,  30  South.  Lit.  Mess.  11.) 

^  Sparks  MSS.,  Harvard  College ;  Bancroft  MSS. 

II  2  Diary,  175. 

1[7cf.,  180. 

Walpolo  to  Mason,  Feh.  18,  1778;  7  Cunningham's  Walpole,  31. 
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eacbiog  the  king,  we  have  an  inkling  of  the  way  in  which  Thomas  Wal- 
ole  was  informed  of  tlie  treaty.  If  through  Bancroft,  tlie  information 
ras  given  nnder  Franklin's  advice  for  communication  to  the  leaders  of 
be  whig  opposition. 

(4)  The  sole  evidence  brought  to  sustain  the  charp^e  is  a  statement 
lade  April  11, 1778,  by  *^  Mr.  Livingston,"  that  he  had  seen  a  letter  from 
>r.  Bancroft  to  Mr.  Wharton  (an  American  banker  in  London)*^  inform- 
og  him  that  be  might  depend  upon  it  he  had  it  from  the  very  best  au. 
iiority  that  the  treaty  with  the  court  of  France  was  to  be  signed  on  the 
th  or  6th  of  February,  and  desiring  him  to  make  his  speculations  ivccord- 
igly,  or  words  to  that  efiect."  '*  Mr.  Livingston"  appears  to  have  been 
be  captain  of  an  Antericau  ship,  who  had  some  business  relations  with 
^aal  Jones,  and  Jones  naturally,  in  view  of  the  immense  stake  involved, 
>ok  upon  himself  immediately  to  investigsite  the  cbarge.  He  had  an 
iterview  with  Livingston  on  the  subject,  and  he  learned  that  Living- 
ton's  ^< certificate"  was  given  in  Paris,  to  ward  off  tlie  suspicious  then 
xisting  implicating  Arthur  Lee  and  Izard  in  the  disclosure.  He  tlien 
lade  further  inquiries,  the  result  of  which  he  gives  in  a  letter  to  Liv- 
igston  dated  Nantes,  March  13,  1779,*  in  which  he  states  that  ^*  Mr. 
Wharton,"  to  whom  Bancroft  is  said  to  have  communicated  the  infer- 
lation,  ^*  declared  he  would  make  oath  that  he  never  received  any  letter 
r  information  whatever  from  Dr.  Bancroft  on  the  subject  of  your  cer- 
ficate  [as  to  such  treaty],  until  after  the  publication  of  the  treaty 
etween  France  and  America."  There  is  nothing,  it  is  tnie,  incon- 
isteut  with  this  letter  in  the  statement,  current  at  the  lime,  that  Ban- 
rofb  had  been  losing  money  by  dabbling  in  tlie  English  funds.  But 
lis  statement  rests  on  no  reliable  authority;  and  the  charge  that  he 
mt  money  by  such  investments  involves  no  such  dcTcterity  in  the  use 
f  secret  intelligence  as  would  follow  from  au  abuse  of  his  privileges  as 
'rauklin's  friend. 

There  are  some  considerations  which  are  entitled  to  great  weight  in 
etermining  this  vexed  issue  of  Bancroft's  fidelity  to  his  American  em- 
loyers.  Yergennes  had  a  secret  police  which,  for  activity  and  intelli- 
ence  as  well  as  for  the  powers  with  which  they  were  charged,  could 
ot  be  surpassed.  No  one  knew  better  than  he  how  enormous  was  the 
take  depending  on  Bancroft's  trustworthiness.  From  Arthur  Lee 
ame  warning  after  warning  that  Bancroft  was  a  British  emissary,  that 
esold  diplomatic  secrets  in  the  Loudon  market.!    Yergennes'  atteu- 

*M8S.  Coug.  Lib. 

t  That  Bancroft  did  not  shirk  this  issao  appears  from  his  letters,  already  cited,  of  Jan. 
^  and  Fob.  9, 1778,  to  Artliur  Lee,  in  which,  in  tones  of  strong  resontuient,  he  calls 
pon  Lee  to  prove  the  charges  so  madn.  (See  MSS.  Harvard  College.)  On  March  31, 
r78,  Bancroft,  in  a  letter  to  Congress  (MSS.  Department  of  Stato),  defined  his  position 
inarely,  saying  that  the  publication  by  Congress  of  bis  connection  with  the  legation 
ad  made  it  perilous  for  him  to  go  to  England,  and  necessitated  his  remaining  la 
'ranee.  In  France  be  remained  during  the  greater  part  of  the  war,  an  avowed 
.merioan  agent,  presenting  himself  in  this  attitude  to  the  criticism  of  France  and  the 
oetility  of  English  agents. 
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OD,  under  tbesc  circnmatsiiicoa,  ninst  have  been  closely  piven  to  Ba^m> 
rolt;  every  stei)  IJaiicroft  took  tnust  have  been  watckecl,  every  lett^^^ 
0  trn8t<3(l  to  tbe  mail  examined.    Yet,  with  tins  opportunity  of  tbor^** 
iiglil^' acquainting^  liimsclf  with  Hancroft's  character  and  doings,  an —  ^^ 
ith  the  immense  importance  of  the  interests  involved  stimulating  hiiv^  ^^ 
>  th(^  moat  rigid  scrutiny,  we  find  Yergcnnes  not  only  sanction ing^^3() 
om  Deane's  arrival  in  1775  to  1 783,  Bancroft's  intimate  connection  ^ti 
ith  tlie  American  le^ration,  but  bestowing  on  him  special  marks  o  '^nof 
[Tsonal  confidence,    lie  sent  Bancroft  to  Ireland  on  a  confidentia  ^noA 
lission  to  report  on  the  temper  of  Irish  malcontents.*     When  Ban  ^^wn- 
*oft  visited  Nantes  and  reporti^d  himself  dogged  by  British  detectives. -^s^Si 
ergennes  ordered  to  his  aid  special  French  detectives.    If  BancrolW"^  ^ft 
as  himself  a  British  spy,  he  succeeded  for  eight  years  in  conccaling^^  mng 
is  true  character  from  a  police  the  most  sagacious  and  ubiqaitoas^  ^s  as, 
lid  from  a  minister  who  had  the  unlimited  use  of  this  police,  who  wac^u^sas 
imself  a  patient  and  cautions  student  of  character,  and  who  kne\iv^«v  «w 
ow  vital  it  was  to  his  country  and  to  himself  that  disloyalty  sncb  a^s-^sas 
lat  imputed  to  Bancrort  should  be  summarily  dealt  with.t 
Franklin  had  the  beneilt  of  Vergennes'  police  hiformation,  and,  inrv  m  in 
Idilion  to  this,  Franklin  was  in  the  closest  intimacy  with  Bancroft^  ^^"31, 
nploying  him  on  the  most  delicate  conQdential  missions,  and  in  thifi^^  is 
ay  opening  to  him  the  innermost  recesses  of  the  legation.    Frankliiw  In 
as  a  keen  observer  of  character,  as  well  as  of  diplomatic  and  political  ^^ral 
3tions;  yet  Franklin,  as  we  have  seen,  retained  his  confidence  in  Ban— 
•oft  to  the  end,  and  even  after  Bancroft  had  decided  to  elect  Bngland^ 
fter  the  peace,  as  his  liomc,  gave  him,  when  visiting  the  United  States,^ 
Tectionate  letters  of  commendation. 

Jeflcrson,  when  in  the  French  mission,  received,  as  to  Bancroft,  the^-^  ® 
lews  both  of  Franklin  and  Vergennes.    And  we  find  JeflFerson{  goin 
it  of  his  way,  in  a  business  letter  from  Paris,  to  assure  Bancroft  o 
Is  "  sincere  and  great  esteem  and  attachment." 
During  the  peace  negotiations  in  the  fall  of  1782  Adams  and  La  Fay- 
;te  frequently  met  Bancroft  at  Passy  or  at  dinners  diplomatic  or  semi- 
iplomatic.    Adams  not  only  was  by  no  menus  disposed  to  look  cliari- 
A)ly  upon  Franklin's  particular  associates,  but  knew  of  Arthur  Lee's 
larges  against  Bancroft  in  1778;  yet  Adams,  when  recording  in  his 
urnal  his  meeting  Bancroft  at  a  dinner  at  which  the  terms  of  j>eace 
ere  discussed,  says  not  a  word  intimating  that  Bancroft  wasuudeserv- 
g  of  the  confidence  thus  bestowed  on  him.    Had  Adams  even  sus- 
icted  this,  his  Straightforward  honesty  would  have  at  once  sounded 
e  alarm.    Tlie  same  may  be  said  also  of  La  Fayette,  to  whose  chival- 
s  temper  perfidy  was  inexpressibly  odious,  and  who  not  only  had  many 

•  Sco  Ridloy'8  Joiir.,  Sparks  MSS.,  Harvard  Collogc,  vol.  52,  No.  1.,  p.  32. 

\  BoMi  in  1781  and  in  1782  Vcr^ciines  iu  his  correspoodouce  oxprosses  bis  coofi- 

iice  ill  Bancroft. 

march,  2,  1789. 
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[iportanities  of  meeting  Buiicroft,  but  who  kuew  whatever  the  French 
>urb  knew  as  to  BaucroiVs  course  in  France. 

TLoiuas  WalpolOf  a  descendant  of  the  lirst  Lord  Walpole  and  a 
Bpliew  of  the  great  Sir  Uoberti  was  tin  advanced  whig ;  liad  as  a  lueni- 
3r  of  Parliament  taken  strong  American  gronnd ;  was  of  a  character 
ugulalry  generous  and  high  toned;*  was  possessed  of  wealth  so  great 
I  to  be  beyond  pecuniary  temptation,  and  had  not  only  been  a  consistent 
ieud  of  Bancroft,  but  was  the  person,  according  to  Ilorace  Walpole,  to 
bom  Franklin  communicated  important  incidents  which  it  was  desirable 
•  have  made  public  in  England.  That  through  Bancroft  this  intelligence 
Ached  Walpole  we  may  gather  from  a  letter  of  George  III,  already 
loted.  And  Walpole,  had  he  conceived  Bancroft  was  playing  him 
.Ise  and  was  all  that  time  a  government  spy,  would  have  s|)urned  him 
oiii  bis  presence. 

I3ut  in  order  to  believe  that  Bancroft  was  such  a  spy,  we  have  to 
dlieve  that  he  was  so  consummate  an  artist  in  treachery  as  for  seven 
ritical  years,  when  he  was  in  the  full  glare  of  police  observation  as 
'ell  as  of  shrewd  personal  inspection,  not  only  to  have  deceived  Yer- 
eunes,  Franklin,  Adams,  and  Walpole,  but  to  have  imposed  upon  the 
eads  of  the  very  government  for  which  he  was  working.  George  ill, 
8  wo  have  seen,  speaks  of  him  as  an  American  not  to  be  trusteil, 
rbo  wrote  "  intercepted''  letters  to  Walpole,  and  whose  ttUk  when  in 
ioudou  was  got  up  for  American  purposes  in  order  to  mislead  England. 
Itormont  calls  him  a  ^<  rebel."  And  Thornton,  who  we  now  know  was 
>  British  spy,  was  set  to  work  to  try  to  eil'cct  Bancroft's  removal  from 
'aris,  if  not  his  expulsion  from  France.  It  is  of  course  possible  that 
Bancroft  was  a  traitor,  employed  by  secret  agents  of  the  British  foreign 
»fHce  without  the  knowledge  of  the  king  or  of  Lord  North.  But  if  so  it 
3  extraordinary  that  such  eniploymont  should  have  eluded  the  knowl- 
idge  not  only  of  Vergennes  and  Franklin,  but  of  George  III  and  Lord 
i^orth,  whose  correspondence  shows  how  closely  they  inspected  what- 
jver  they  could  glean  from  British  spies.  And  it  seems  equally  cxtraor- 
linary  that  one  branch  of  the  British  Government  should  seek,  as  did 
Dhornton's  employers,  to  destroy  the  usefulness  of  the  most  ell'ective  of 
he  agents  of  another  branch  of  that  government. 

One  more  element  in  this  difllcult  cose  remains  to  bo  noticed.  Those 
vho  read  the  very  interesting  collection  (»f  the  correspondence  of  John 
'aul  Jones,  ixs  on  file  in  the  Congressional  Library,  will  be  struck  with 
ho  large  share  occui)ied  in  it  by  Bancroft.  Letters  from  Bancroft  to 
(ones  are  comparatively  rare,  as  Jones  does  not  seem  to  have  scrupu- 
ously  preserved  letters  lie  received.  But  it  is  otherwise  as  to  letters 
le  sent  out,  and  of  these  we  find  in  the  congressional  collection  the 
ollowing,  to  which  attention  may  properly  be  called: 

Jones  to  Bancroft,  August  14,  August  24,  September  23,  September 

•  See  infra,  J  202.  "^ 
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30,  Ootober  4,  October  7,  October  15,  November  11,  December  18,1778; 
March  0, 1779;  January  16,  June  27,  July  17,  1780. 

These  letters  cover  some  the  most  oritical  eiH>chs  in  Jones'  eventfal 
career;  and  in  reference  to  his  proposed  plans  for  sadden  sarpriseBof 
British  shipping  and  descent  on  S«)tch  towns  they  disclose  the  detaUs 
of  his  plans,  state  the  armament  and  supplies  he  required,  and  implot^ 
Bancroft's  agency  in  obtaining  for  him  such  assistance  from  the  Freucli 
ministry  and  from  Franklin.    Jones  was  at  that  time  the  most  danget* 
ous  eueuiy  Britain  hiul  on  the  high  sens.    By  his  stealth,  his  coolness 
his  amazing  ligliting  qualities,  he  had  not  only  inflicted  great  loss  t'} 
the  prizes  he  had  seized,  but  he  had  compelled  a  large  naval  for^ 
to  bo  retained  for  home  defense  and  had  trebled  the  current  rates  ^' 
insurance  of  merchant  ships.    In  addition  to  the  remarkable  gifts  thc^ 
possessed  by  him  as  a  naval  commander  ho  was  a  singularly  good  jud^^ 
of  character,  though  tending  sometimes  to  undue  distrust.    Had  Bas^' 
croft  been  in  British  pay  he  could  at  once  have  put  a  stop  to  Jone^'' 
career  by  disclosing  the  plans  of  his  next  cruise;  had  Jones  saspectc^^^ 
him  of  this  perfidy,  either  by  finding  that  his  plans  leaked  oat  or  l>3^ 
receiving  extraneous  proof  of  Bancroft's  double  dealing,  swift  and  terrm-- 
ble  would  have  been  the  vengeance  that  followed ;  for  in  snch  case^^ 
Jones  did  not  stay  his  hand.    But  so  far  from  this  being  the  case,  letter^ 
of  confldouce  and  allection,  of  information,  of  supplication  for  aid,  coib- 
tinue  to  be  addressed  to  Bancrotl  with  increasing  fervency  as  lon^ 
as  Jones  was  in  American  or  French  service.    Many  of  them  are  in 
ciplicr  which  defies  translation.    But  from  what  is  decipherable  wo 
find  them  displaying  tlirougliout  entire  trust  and  strong  regard.     AnJy 
as  if  summing  up  his  opinion  of  Bancroft,  we  find  a  letter  from  Jone0 
to  Carinichael,  dated  at  lyOrieut,  August  0,  1780,  in  which  is  the  fol' 
lowing: 

"  I  cannot  coiicludo  this  letter  withont  oxpresaing  my  earneat  wish  to  bear  of  you  ^ 
being  ou  tormn  of  confidontinl  intimacy  with  Bancroft.  You  know  bisgrcatabUitie^v 
and  I  am  much  u'lstakcn  if  ho  has  not  a  groat  and  good  hoart.'' 

A  hotter  from  Bancroft  to  Jones,  dated  February  23,  1771>  (Coog  Lib.  MSS.),  con. — 
tains  the  following: 

''F.  [Franklin]  has  written  to  Mr.  Hartley  to  obtain  a  protection  to  ray  going  loan ^1- 
roturning  from  England  safely.    If  it  comes,  I  shall  immediately  set  out  and  endeavcF^"^ 
to  do  what  I  can  for  you." 

After  some  information  as  to  the  chances  of  Jones  procuring  cannon,  the  letto^" 
goes  on  to  say  : 

''C.  Dist.  [O'Estaing]  has  blundered  about  in  the  West  Indies  so  as  to  peruiit  tla.^ 
British  fleet  and  troops  there  to  take  St.  Lucia,  without  having  himself  done  any^ 
thing,  which  is  most  vexatious.  The  news  is  hushed  up  here  as  yet,  bat  cao  nc^^ 
long  be  kept  quiet." 

lie  then  asks  for  information  as  to  English  prisoners  taken  by  American  oraiser^y 
which  '*  will  be  necessary  if  I  go  the  journey." 

From  this  we  loam  that  Bancroft,  before  this  proposed  trip  to  England,  soagbt  ^ 
safe-conduct,  to  he  obtained  through  Hartley^  then  a  leader  of  what  was  called  tUo 
American  party  in  the  llouso  of  Connnons,  a  party  which  was  said  to  be  more  strongly 
American  than  wore  V\\o  Mwqtm^xvw^  V\\^u\^v\n««^  ciud  who  would  have  as  aogrilj' 
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lented  the  imposition  on  theni  of  a  nilDtstorial  spy  as  would  Auiortcnns  thcusolves. 
lis  pariiouUr  errand  was  designed  for  the  purpose  of  relieving  Americans  imprisoned 
England.  But,  in  view  of  Bancroft's  connection  with  Hartley  and  Thomas  Wal- 
le,  U  is  impossible  not  to  yiew  his  errand  as  having  a  general  political  bearing. 
>r  ean  we  comprehend,  when  we  remember  Hartley's  character  for  sincerity  and 
r  worth,  that  he  would  have  taken  this  means  of  confidential  communication  with 
o  whom  he  hail  the  faintest  reason  to  suspect  of  being  a  ministerial  spy. 
The  following  extracts  illustrate  the  relations  of  Jones  and  Bancroft :  * 
"I  count  too  much  on  your  affection  to  suppose  even  for  an  instant  that  you  have 
•tfolt  for  my  unhappy  situation"  (from  want  of  means  to  go  to  sea.)  • 
*'I  have  seen  yonrt  letter  to  Dr.  F.  of  the  4th  instant,  and  have  been  since  labor- 
g  to  the  ntmost  to  remove  the  difTlcnltios  which  appeared  lilLcly  to  retard  your 
parture.  I  am  assured  that  the  100,000  livres  to  be  divided  amongst  those  who  go 
it  with  you  in  the  Alliance  on  account  of  their  prize  money  will  certainly  be  furth- 
ming  at  L'Orient  and  distributed.  •  •  •  j  iiopo  that  you  will  be  able  to  sail 
r  the  end  of  next  week.  I  write  iu  great  haste,  as  yuu  will  perceive,  and  even  can 
ily  assure  yon  of  my  unallerable  affection  and  devotion." 

On  July  17,  1780,  Jones  implores  Bancroft  to  aid  him  in  the  settlement  of  the  prize- 
mey  claims  of  the  men  on  the  Bon  Homme  Richard  and  the  AUiancCf  **  or  my  credit  in 
nerica  will  be  andone  in  the  opinion  of  the  seamen ;  and  even  hero  what  can  I 
pect  loss  than  a  second  revolt.  •  •  •  Xhe  further  the  war  advances  tlie 
ore  I  fancy  I  see  the  benefit  that  would  rdsolt  from  such  services  as  I  have  pro- 
«ed,"  and  he  then  urges  Bancroft's  aid  to  obtain  supplies  from  the  French  author- 


While  the  use  of  ciphers  in  this  correspoDdence,  of  whioh  the  key  is 
>w  lost,  shows  us  its  confideutial  character,  it  preveuts  us  froia  kuow- 
g  the  secret  instructious  as  couveyed  by  Baucroft  under  which  Joues 
$ted. 

(5)  The  most  singular  paper,  however,  bearing  on  this  issue  is  one 
icently  (1888)  brought  to  light  by  l)ouiol|  iu  his  third  volume,  pub- 
shed  iu  1888,  where  he  states  that  there  is  now  iu  the  French  foreign 
lice  a  paper  in  Yergennes'  hand,  iudorseil  <*Extraitd'une  lettre  de  M. 
rthur  Lee  h  Md  Shelburue,  (icrite  iiuiu6diateuient  api^/S  la  signature 
1  traits  entre  la  France  et  les  dial's- (Jnis  de  I'Anicriquc."  In  this  ex- 
act Lee  informs  Shelburue  that  the  treaty  is  about  to  be  signed,  and 
lat  England  will  have  to  hurry  if  she  would  break  the  alliance  between 
le  United  States  and  France.  This  memoraiulum  not  only  helps  to 
cplain  Yergennes'  uniform  distrust  of  Arthur  Lee,  but  shows,  if  the 
>py  be  correct,  that  Arthur  Lee  personally  sent  immediate  intelligence 
r  the  signing  of  the  treaty  to  England.  That  copies  of  the  treaty, 
nd  of  the  correspondence  relative  thereto,  were  in  the  hands  of  Thurn- 
m,  his  secretary,  and  by  the  latter  probably  furnished  to  Stormont, 
ad  that  some  of  this  corresi)oiidence  certainly  passed  from  Thornton 
» the  British  archives,  is  elsewhere  noticed.  And  in  this  connection 
must  be  remembered  that  William  Lee  also  comes  on  the  stage  as  an 
lleged  divulger  of  the  treaty ;  a  charge  of  this  kind  being  the  occasion 
f  a  proposed  duel  to  which  he  was  to  have  been  a  party.    The  truth, 

*  Jones  to  Bancroft,  Jan.  IG,  1780.  t  Bancroft  to  Jones,  April  15,  1780. 

I  Doulol,  iii,  \m. 
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however,  probably  is  that  there  was  no  divulging  of  the  treaty  by  an]* 
body  in  such  a  way  as  to  make  an  opportunity  for  stock-joblni^fr 
After  the  steps  France  had  taken  in  receiving  the  Americaii  minist^^ 
and  granting  thoni  aid,  a  treaty  on  her  part  was  a  necessity. 

I  have  gone  with  what  I  fear  is  much  tediousness  into  the  qaesti 
whether  Edward  Bancroft  was  a  *^  double  spy,"  because  I  felt  that  if 
wore  so  this  wouUl  involve  grave  imputations  on  at  least  the  sagacL  ^) 
and  the  vigilance  of  Franklin,  of  Yorgennes,  of  Paul  Jones  as  wi 
in  a  minor  degree  of  JelTerson,  of  La  Fayette,  of  John  Adams, 
Thomas  Walpolo,  all  of  whom  gave  Bancroft  their  confidence.  Snstai 
ing  the  charge  of  this  double  treachery,  we  undoubtedly  have 
authority  of  our  great  historian,  Mr.  George  Bancroft,  who  is  followi 
by  Doniol  in  his  exhaustive  and  thorough  work,  already  frequenl 
cited.  It  may  be  that  documents  may  hereafter  be  brought  to  ligl 
which  may  fasten  on  Bancroft  the  perfidy  charged  against  him.  Bil^  ^ 
with  the  information  now  before  us  we  must  make  choice  betweeu 
following  hypotheses  as  to  Bancroft's  course  during  the  lievolation: 

(1)  lie  communicated,  under  Franklin's  direction,  such  informaUoL* 
to  reliable  English  friends  as  it  was  considered  desirable  to  have  ift 
this  way  disseminated. 

(2)  In  his  visits  to  London,  in  the  earlier  days  of  the  BevolutioD|  h^ 
mixed,  no  doubt,  with  the  American-London  colony,  and  in  that  colon; 
there  was  a  gossiping  group  of  true  men  and  false.    We  learu  tha* 
busy  among  tlioin  was  Paul  Wentwortli,  who  was  undoubtedly  undefl 
British  pay ;  and  Digges,  of  whom  we  shall  learn  more  hereafter,  was 
there,  black  in  heart  and  insidious  in  tongue.    Those  men,  directly  oc 
indirectly,  may  have  heard  what  Bancroft  had  to  say,  and  have  re- 
ported it  to  their  British  employers.    Bancroft,  all  authorities  agree, 
vn%Q  a  man  of  kindly  temper,  and  not  overcautious  in  his  talk.  •  He  was 
not  trained  to  diplomacy,  and  he  did  not  pretend  to  be  a  diplomatist; 
if  the  letters  we  have  from  him  and  the  references  to  him  above  giveu 
are  to  be  relied  on,  he  was  ingenuous  06  well  u^  enthusiastic  in  his  main- 
tenance of  the  cause  in  which  he  was  enlisted ;  much  that  he  said 
might  in  this  way  be  caught  up  and  reported  to  British  officials.    And 
these  letters  from  him,  as  we  have  already  seen  was  the  case  with  a- 
letter  of  his  to  Thomas  Walpole,  might  have  been  intercepted,  and 
he  might  in  this  way  have  been  placed  in  the  position  of  an  involuntary 
informer. 

(3)  It  is,  however,  possible  that  he  may  have  been  one  of  those  secret 
and  niivsked  spies  employed  by  suboflicials  of  Britain  of  whose  very 
names  the  oflicials  in  chief  were  kept  in  ignorance,  and  who  in  the 
oflicial  reports  are  designated  by  ciphers  or  by  fictitious  names.  This 
is  the  only  hypothesis  imputing  guilt  to  Bancroft  which  is  consistent 
with  the  ignorance  of  George  III  and  of  Lord  North  of  the  fact  that 
he  was  under  their  employ.  It  may  hereafter  appear,  on  the  unearth- 
ing ot  the  secret servivi^  \>a\>eit^  ol  \X\^  \^t\\A9\i  Iv^t^v^a  offlcevthat  thia 
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as  really  Baucroft's  positiou.  But  if  it  be  so,  ho  presents  a  caso  of 
hicli  history  affords  no  parallel.  To  believe  him  guilty  of  such 
trocious  anil  yet  exquisitely  subtle  perfidy  we  must  believe  that,  in- 
eiiuous,  simple-hesirted,  and  credulous  ns  he  appeared  to  the  general 
bserver,  occupying  to  Franklin  and  to  America  a  position  not  unlike 
hat  Boswell  did  to  Johnson  and  Corsica,  though  with  certain  scientific 
ptitades  to  which  Boswell  laid  no  claim  and  with  an  apparent  occa- 
onal  heroism  of  which  Boswoll  was  incapable,  he  was,  nevertheless,  a 
issembler  so  artful  as  to  defy  the  scrutiny  of  Franklin,  with  whom  he 
as  iu  constant  intercourse;  an  intriguer  so  skillful  as,  without  money 
r  power,  to  deceive  Yergennes  and  the  multitudinous  i>olice  with 
hich  Yergennes  encircled  him ;  a  villain  so  profoundly  wary  as  to  win 
le  confidence  of  Paul  Jones,  professedly  aiding  him  in  desperate  secret 
kids  on  the  British  coast,  and  yet,  by  an  art  almost  unfathomable,  re- 
^rviug  the  disclosure  of  those  secrets  to  British  ofiicials  until  a  future 
»y  which  never  came;  a  double  traitor,  whose  duplicity  was  so  masterly 
f  to  be  unsuspected  by  the  British  court,  which  held  him  to  be  a  rebel ; 
nil  by  such  men  as  La  Fayette,  as  John  Adams,  as  Jefferson,  who 
)garded  him  as  a  true  friend.  This  amusing  combination  of  ap- 
arently  absolutely  inconsistent  chanusteristics  may  exist  in  bewilder- 
ig  harmony  in  the  character  of  Edward  Bancroft;  but  such  a  phenom- 
non  should  not  be  believed  to  exist  without  strong  proof. 
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ENGLISH  INTERMEDIARIES. 
Oeneral  characterisUcs.  §  I97,  Jq  cOOSidoriug  the  claSS  Of  perSOIlS  whoU^ 

we  uow  approacli  it  must  be  kept  in  mind  that  dowi^ 
to  the  Declaration  of  Independence  allegiance  to  the  British  crown  wa^ 
formally  acknowledged  in  America  as  well  as  in  England.    There  wero 
those  in  England,  including  some  of  the  most  eminent  of  Englishmen ^ 
who  held  that  the  country  to  which  their  patriotism  was  devoted  in* 
eluded  America  as  well  as  England,  and  they  looked  upon  a  separation 
,  with  pain  on  account  not  only  of  the  war  to  which  it  would  lead,  but^ 
of  the  rupture  of  country  it  involved,  and  of  the  peril  to  English  lib- 
erty it  would  bring.    By  multitudes  in  America  the  separation  was  for 
the  same  reasons,  though  with  greater  intensity,  dreaded  j  for  however 
necessary  it  might  bo  deemed,  they  regarded  it  not  merely  as  tearing^ 
asunder  a  country  which  they  loved  as  a  whole,  but  as  expatriating^ 
them  from  England,  which  they  regarded,  with  all  its  faults,  as  tho 
home  from  which  their  language,  their  literature,  their  most  cherished 
institutions,  their  own  forefathers,  if  not  themselves,  had  come.     Men 
of  these  classes,  convinced  though  they  might  be  that  if  the  British. 
Government  persisted  in  its  course  separation  would  come,  and  differ* 
lug  as  they  might  as  to  the  portion  of  the  country  they  would  adhero 
to  after  the  separation,  would  very  naturally  join  in  any  movement  of 
accommodation  which  might  make  separation  less  imperative  or  moro 
amicable.    Such  men  might  be  likened  to  those  who  on  the  eve  of  thc3 
late  civil  war  met  for  peace  conferences  at  Washington,  and  who  after- 
wards, when  war  came,  were  found  some  on  one  side  and  some  on  th^ 
other  of  the  contest.    Yet,  while  this  was  the  case,  there  can  be  no 
question  that  tho  men  engaged  in  these  peace  conferences  wero  thor- 
oughly and  even  passionately  in  earnest  in  their  desire  to  avert  war-- 
The  same  also  may  bo  said  of  Horace  Ureeley  and  others,  who,  witl^ 
entire  lo^'alty  to  their  flag,  sought  to  bring  about  a  pacific  settlement> 
during  the  struggle.    As  influenced  by  similar  motives  of  humanit>*" 
may  be  mentioned  several  British  subjects  who  during  the  Revolutioi*^ 
endeavored,  sometimes  it  may  be  with  the  assent  of  George  III  and  o^ 
North,  sometimes  on  their  own  motion,  to  approach  Franklin  with  th<^ 
object  of  inducing  him  to  consent  to  an  accommodation  short  of  inde-- 
pendence. 
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Of  the  position  of  iDtermecUaries  of  this  doss  we  have  the  following 
discriminating  notice  b;  an  intelligent  historian : 

''Under  the  enrfftoe  the  while,  and  known  only  to  thoee  direoUy  concerned  therein^ 
weM  eo¥«rt'aiteaipte  on  the  pnrt  of  Enjclwid  to  open  oomuiunieation  with  FnnkUn 
by  wamoM  of  peteonal  fHends.  There  had  been  nofcbiug  bat  tbo  recognition  of  onr 
Independeoee  thnt  Engluid  wonld  not  hnye  giren  to  prevent  the  alliance  with  France ; 
and  now  there  was  nothing  that  she  was  not  ready  to  do  to  prevent  It  from  aooomplitih- 
iog  iti  pnrpoae.  And  It  adds  wonderfnUy  to  onr  conception  of  Franlclin  to  think  of  him 
a*  going  abont  with  thie  knowledge,  in  addition  .to  tlie  knowledge  of  so  mnch  elae  In 
hie  mind— thiacare^  in  addition  to  so  many  other  caree,  ever  weighing  upon  liie  heart. 
Uttle  did  JealoQS,  intrigning  Lee  know  of  thece  things;  petnlant,  waspish  Isard  still 
less.  A  mind  less  sagaoions  than  Franklin's  might  have  grown  snspicions  under  the 
iofloenoes  that  were  employed  to  awaken  his  distrust  of  Vergennes.  And  a  character 
leas  firmly  established  wonld  have  lost  i  ts  bold  upon  Vergennes  amid  the  constant  efforts 
that  were  made  to  shake  his  confidence  in  the  gratitude  and  good  faith  of  America. 
Bat  nwiklin,  who  beUeved  that  timely  faith  was  a  part  of  wisdom,  went  directly  to  the 
French  minister  with  the  propositions  of  the  English  emissaries,  and,  fhinkly  telling 
him  all  aboat  them  and  taking  counsel  of  him  as  to  the  manner  of  meeilDg  them,  not 
only  stripped  them  of  their  power  to  harm  him,  but  converted  the  rery  measures 
whieh  his  enemies  had  so  insidiously  and,  as  thoy  deemed,  so  skillfully  prepared  for  his 
rain,  into  new  sources  of  strength.^    (Prof.  G.  W.  Qreeno,  15  Atlantic  Monthly,  586.) 

Of  the  attitude  in  1776-^76  of  the  whig  leaders  as  to  conciliatiouy 
Lecky  thus  speaks : 

''Several  other  propositions  tending  toward  conciliation  were  made  in  this  session. 
On  March  98, 1775,  Burke,  in  one  of  bis  greatest  speeches,  moved  a  series  of  resolu- 
tions recommending  a  repeal  of  the  recent  acts  complaiuod  of  in  America  reforming 
the  admiralty  court  and  the  position  of  the  Judges,  and  leaving  Amoricaii  taxation  to\. 
the  American  assemblies,  without  toncbing  upon  any  qaoetioD  of  abstract  right.  A 
few  days  later  Hartley  moved  a  resolution  calling  upon  the  govorniiioiit  to  make 
requisitions  to  the  colonial  assemblies  to  provide  of  their  own  authority  for  their  own 
defense;  and  Lord  Camden  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  Sir  G.  Savtlo  iu  the  House  of 
Commons,  endeavored  to  obtain  a  repeal  of  the  Quebec  act.  All  those  attempts 
however  were  defeated  by  enormous  majorities.  The  petition  of  Congress  to  the 
king  was  referred  to  Parliament,  which  refused  to  receive  it,  and  Franklin,  after  vain 
ciTorts  to  effect  a  reconciliation,  returned  from  England  to  America.  The  legislature 
of  New  York,  separating  from  the  other  colonies,  made  a  supreme  effort  to  heal  the 
wound  by  a  remonstrance  which  was  presented  by  Burke  on  May  15.  Though  strongly 
asserting  the  sole  right  of  the  Colonics  to  tax  themselves,  and  complaining  of  the 
many  recent  acts  inconsistent  with  their  freedom,  it  was  drawn  up  iu  terms  that 
were  studiously  moderate  and  respectful.  It  disclaimed  'the  most  distant  desire  of 
independence  of  the  parent  kingdom.'  It  acknowledged  fully  the  general  superin- 
tending power  of  the  English  Parliament  and  its  right '  to  regulate  the  trade  of  the 
Colonies  so  as  to  make  it  subservient  to  the  interests  of  the  mother  country,'  and  it 
expressed  the  readiness  of  New  York  to  bear  its  '  full  proportion  of  aids  to  the  crown 
for  the  public  service,'  though  it  made  no  allusion  to  tlio  project  of  supporting  an 
American  army.  The  govern mont,  however,  induced  the  House  of  Commons  to  re- 
fuse to  receive  it,  on  the  ground  that  it  denied  the  complete  legislative  authority  of 
Parliament  in  the  Colonies  as  it  had  been  defined  by  the  declaratory  act."  (3  Lecky's 
History  of  England,  422.  )• 

It  must  be  remembered  that  a  section  of  the  EuglisU  oppositiou  oat- 
Americanized,  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  war,  even  the  most  extreme 


Bee  also  «iipra,  $  31,  as  to  position  of  English  whigs  iu  respect  to  the  Revolution. 
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Aiiicricaiis.  In  America  tbo  character  of  George  III  was  prior  to  the 
lie  volution  regarded  with  that  respect  which  the  people  of  a  distant 
colony  would  be  likely  to  pay  to  a  monarch  with  whose  crown  they  had 
many  glorious  associations.  In  England  the  old  whig  families,  who  till 
his  reign  had  controlled  public  afifairs,  regarded  him  with  anger  as  a 
quasi  usurper,  and  to  this  was  added  the  political  hostility  caosed  by 
his  affection  for  Bute,  based  on  what  was  supposed  to  be  his  mother's 
guilty  preference  and  his  stupidly  arrogant  avowals  of  high  tory  senti- 
ments in  his  ordinary  talk.  The  personal  hatred  felt  for  him  by  at  least 
some  leading  Englishmen  of  the  day  will  be  seen  in  Junius'  letters  and 
in  the  correspondence  of  Rockingham,  Fox,  and  Burke.  We  have  there- 
fore in  England,  in  addition  to  the  political  opposition  to  him  in  which 
American  liberals  joined,  a  personal  bitterness  to  him  which  was  not  felt 
in  America.  So  strong  was  this  feeling,  that  prominent  English  liberals 
did  not  hesitate  publicly  to  express  their  delight  at  America's  victories 
and  to  decline,  when  in  the  army,  to  join  their  regiments  when  on 
American  service. 

When  the  question  is  asked,  why  did  not  tiie  British  ministry  arrest 
men  of  this  class  when  corresponding  with  the  American  legation — a 
question  often  put  by  Hutchinson  and  other  refugees  in  England — the 
answer,  as  elsewhere  noticed,  is,  that  they  could  not  be  arrested  without 
arresting  almost  the  whole  whig  opposition.  Burke  and  Fox  openly 
proclaimed  their  correspondence  with  Franklin ;  and  they  united  with 
Chatham  in  holding  every  "  British  and  Uessiau"  victory  over  America 
was  a  victory  over  English  freedom,  and  in  publicly  giving  every  en- 
couragement to  the  American  insurgents.*  It  may  also  be  observed 
that  visits  to  Paris  of 'intermediaries"  of  this  class,  pure-minded  men, 
whose  object  was  peace,  it  was  not  North's  policy  to  prevent.  What- 
ever the  king  may  have  thought,  the  greatest  wish  of  North  was  to 
effect  a  reconciliation.  Amiable,  easy,  with  no  talents  or  desire  for 
war,  and  gradually  growing  in  the  conviction  that  by  war  the  old  con- 
dition of  the  Colonies  could  not  be  restored,  so  far  from  desiring  to  stop 
the  friends  of  peace  from  visiting  Paris  or  corresi)ondiug  with  Franklin, 
he  no  doubt  wished  them  such  success  in  their  work  as  to  enable  them 
to  bring  back  such  terms  of  reunion  as  the  king  could  accept. 

Aside  from  those  English  <' intermediaries"  who  conthiued  to  use 
tbeir  good  offices  for  America  during  tbe  whole  of  the  war,  thei*e  was  a 
large  class  of  persons  who,  both  in  England  and  the  United  States, 
withdrew  as  neutrals  as  soon  as  actual  war  began.  Precedents  for  this 
class  there  were  many  in  the  war  between  Cbarles  I  and  Parliament. 
Thus  of  Sir  John  Bankes,  chief-justice  of  the  common  pleas  in  those 
days,  Forster  t  tells  us : 

"He  was  a  respectable  lawyer,  of  honest  inceiitions  aud  very  limited  yiews,  who 
inter/ered  occasionally  with  good  efTect  to  moderate  both  parties  until  both  became 

*  See  $u2)ray  $f  31,  32.  1 1  Historical  Essays,  243. 
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comiutltcd  to  extremes ;  but  wlien  the  sword  flas1ie<l  ont  as  arbitrator  he  turned 
aside  helpless  and  usoIosh,  aud,  dying  while  yet  the  victory  neither  way  inclined, 
beseems  to  have  dlcil  in  the  itersuiision  that  the  disfavor  of  Heaven  most  fall  heavily 
on  both,  and  that  both  would  be  deserving  of  overthrow." 

Curwen  is  'an  illustration  of  this  class  among  our  own  American 
loyalists.  He  saw  the  faults  of  botb  sides  so  much  that  he  seemed  to 
wish  tbem  both  defeat.  Camden  also,  and  Grafton,  when  the  war  be- 
gan, withdrew  from  an  active  advocacy  of  the  American  cause;  and  sach 
also  was  the  case  in  a  less  degree  with  Burke,  though  when  it  was  plain 
that  America  could  not  be  conquered,  he  took  the  lead  among  the  Rock- 
ingham whigs  in  insisting  on  an  acknowledgement  of  American  inde- 
pendence.* 

There  were  not  a  few  also  of  this  class,  especially  in  America,  whom 
tho  war  seemed,  as  was  the  case  with  Falkland  during  the  English  civil 
war,  to  deprive  of  interest  in  life,  so  that,  as  Clarendon  tells  us,  **  from 
the  entrance  into  this  unnatural  war  his  natural  cheerfulness  and  vivac- 
ity grew  clouded";  and  that  only  <<when  there  was  any  overture  or 
hope  of  peace  [he]  whould  be  more  erect  and  vigorous";  so  that  at  last 
he  courted  death  on  the  battle- field  so  as  to  get  rid  of  battle. 

The  difference  in  1773  between  men  of  this  class  on  the  one  side  and 
Washington  and  Franklin  on  the  other  side  was  like  the  difierence, 
before  the  English  civil  war  began,  between  Falkland  on  the  one  side 
and,  on  the  other,  Northumberland,  Uolles,  Bay  and  Scale,  and  Whar- 
ton, all  liberal  leadeis,  none  of  whom  viewed  with  other  than  a  sad 
reluctance  the  strife  which  was  about  to  begin,  none  of  whom  was 
eager  to  exaggerate  or  precipitate  the  quarrel.t 

Even  when  the  war  began  Essex  wrote :  ''  The  great  misfortunes  that 
threaten  this  kingdom  none  looks  upon  with  a  sadder  heart  than  I,  for 
in  any  particular  my  conscience  assures  me  I  have  no  ends  of  my  own 
but  what  may  tend  to  the  public  goo<l  of  the  king  and  the  kingdom." 

No  one  now  doubts  the  loyalty  of  Essex  to  the  king  until  the  king 
became  himself  disloyal  to  England ;  no  one  now  doubts  that  he  was 
forced*  to  lift  his  sword  against  tho  royal  forces  because  he  believed  that 
if  they  succeeded  England's  liberties  would  be  destroyed.  His  course, 
and  that  of  those  who  agreed  with  him  in  the  same  line,  exhibit  the 
same  distinction  as  we  find  in  the  lives  of  Wsishington  afid  Franklin, 
sincere  in  their  expressions  of  loyalty  to  England  as  long  as  such  loyalty 
was  compatible  with  liberty,  and  when  it  was  not,  equally  sincere  and 
uncompromising  in  the  llevohition. 

Nor  ought  we  in  such  cases  to  forget  how  efTective  mere  local  alle- 
giance may  be  in  determining  action  in  a  case  where  principle  is  in 
abeyance  and  where  there  are  strong  sympathies  on  both  sides.  This 
is  thus  strikingly  put  in  a  letter  in  1781  from  Burke  to  Franklin: 

'*  You,  my  dear  sir,  who  have  made  such  astonishing  exertions  in  the  cause  which 
yon  ospoase,  and  are  so  deeply  read  in  human  nature  and  human  morals,  know  better 


•  Snprat  $  :U.  t  Forstcr,  ni  snp.^  275. 
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than  anyhody  thai  men  willf  and  thai  iomeHmes  they  are  hound  to  take  very  different  viewt 
and  measuree  of  their  duty  from  local  and  profeseional  titHaiionBf  aud  tbat  we  may  all 
have  equal  merit  Id  oxtronioly  different  lines  of  condnot.  In  this  piece  of  experi- 
mental philosophy  I  run  no  risk  of  offending  yon.  I  apply  not  to  Iho  ambassador  of 
America,  but  to  Dr.  Frnnkltni  the  philosopher,  the  friend  and  lover  of  his  species.'' 
(7  Franklin's  Works,  Bigelow's  ed.,  303.) 

B.VMghttiL  5  198.  Benjamin  Vanghan,  the  fourth  "son  of  Samuel 
Yaughan,  a  Loudon  merchant,  trading  with  America,  by  the 
daughter  of  a  Boston  (United  States)  merchant^  was  bom  in  Jamaica  in 
1751,  and  was  educated  at  Oambridge,  but,  being  a  Unitarian,  could  not 
graduate.  Private  secretary  to  Lord  Shelburne,  ho  fell  iu  love  with  Miss 
Manning,  but  her  father  withheld  his  consent  to  the  marriage  on  the 
ground  that  Yaughan  had  no  profession.  Thereupon  Yaughan  went 
and  studied  medicine  at  Edinburgh,  married  on  his  return,  and  became 
partner  with  Manning  &  Son,  merchants,  in  Billiter  Square.  He  acted  in 
confidential  peace  negotiations  with  America;  edited  a  London  edition 
of  Franklin's  works  and  wrote  a  pamphlet  on  international  trade,  which 
was  translated  into  French  in  1789.  He  was  returned  for  Oalne  at  a  by- 
election  in  February,  1792,  Lord  Shelburne  having  evidently  effected  a 
vacancy  for  him.''* 

Benjamin  Yaughan,  being  an  enthusiastic  liberal,  became,  or  thought 
he  became,  implicated  iu  a  correspondence  with  leading  French  revolu- 
tionists, and  in  1795,  fearing  arrest  in  England,  fled  tx)  France  and  after- 
wards to  Geneva.  In  France  his  ultra-democratic  principles  made  him, 
after  Kobespierre's  fall,  an  unwelcome  guest,  aud  he  ultimately  came  to 
America,  taking  up  his  abode  iu  Hallowell,  Maine,  where  iu  his  declin- 
ing years  his  amiable  philanthropy  won  for  him  much  regard,  aud 
where  ho  founded  a  family  of  great  respectability.f 

At  the  time,  however,  of  his  employment  by  Jay,  while  his  philan- 
thropy aud  honesty  were  unquestioned,  his  political  allegiance  was  to 
England  and  his  personal  allegiance  to  Lord  Shelburne.f 

At  Ilallowoll,  Maine,  whoro  lie  Rcttlcd,  "  he  resided  till  bis  death.  His  mansion,  the 
'  White  IIouso'  ou  the  hill,  was  the  abode  of  hospitality.  It  w:is  ritniishod  in  a  costly 
stylo,  but  simple.  IIo  had  a  fino  library,  supposed  to  contain  10,000  volumes,  and 
made  largo  donations  of  books  to  Harvard  University  and  Bowdoin  College.  •  •  • 
Every  man,  woman,  and  child  looked  np  to  him.  He  was  the  magnate  of  the  place. 
In  religion,  education,  love  of  reading,  etc.,  he  gave  a  healthy  tone  to  society.  He 
died  at  the  ago  of  85."  (1  Life,  etc.,  of  Manasseh  Cutler,  2GG,  where  a  visit  to  John 
Vanghan  in  July,  1787,  is  narrated  with  much  vivacity.) 

What  we  have  most  concern  with  in  the  life  of  Benjamin  Vaughan 
is  the  secret  mission  he  undertook,  on  Jay's  behalf,  to  Shelburne,  dur- 
ing the  pendency  of  the  peace  negotiations  in  Paris  in  1782.  Jay,  as 
we  hare  already  seen,  suspected  Rayneral,  who  had  shortly  before  gone 
from  Vergennes  to  Shelburne  on  a  confidential  mission  from  Vergennes, 
of  intriguing  against  America's  interests ;  and  this  suspicion  was  zeal- 
ously fanned  by  the  English  envoys  in  Paris,  from  one  of  whom  he  re- 


ICC,  Edinburgh  Review,  450.  t  Ibid.  t  See  8upra,  J  158. 


t 

CHAP.  XXI.]  ENGLISH   INTERMEDIARIES.  [§198. 

ceived  tlie  alleged  MarboLs  letter,  whose  autbenticity  is  elsewbere  dis- 
cussed.* Jay,  without  consulting  Franklin,  thought  it  desirable  to  send  / 
over  to  Shelburne  a  secret  agent  to  represent  the  American  cause ;  and 
as  agent  he  selected  Benjamin  Vaughan,  then  in  Paris  as  Shelburne's 
own  confidential  agent.  Jay  was  ignorant  of  this  relation  of  Vaughan 
to  Shelburne,  which,  however,  appears  from  the  following: 

"  I  have  road  the  two  letters  Lord  Sbelburuo  received  yesterday  from  France,  and 
shall  fairly  owne  that  by  what  I  have  seen  from  the  correspoudonce  of  Mr.  Yanghan 
I  have  but  little  opinion  of  his  talent-s,  yet  it  confirms  my  opinion  that  Dr.  Franklin 
only  plays  with  ns  and  has  no  intentions  fairly  to  treat,  which  the  negotiations  with 
Spain  at  that  time  too  strongly  shows.  Mr.  Oswald  seems  very  sensible,  and  the 
present  letter  before  me  indicates  no  inclination  to  indiscretion."  (George  III  to 
Shelbnrno,  August  12,  1782,  Bancroft  M88.) 

On  July  14,  1783,  Adams,  in  a  note  to  Livingston,  speaks  of  Benjamin  Vaughan  as 
*' a  confidential  friend  of  my  Lord  Shelburne."     (8  J.  Adams'  Works,  99.) 

Yaughan's  mission,  however,  was  abortive,  not  only  because  when 
he  got  there  it  was  found  Uayneval  was  doing  nothing  for  Vaughan  to 
counteract,  but  because  George  III,  who  regarded  Franklin  as  up  to 
every  possible  deceit,  refused  to  believe  that  Vaughan  came  from  Jay 
alone,  and  mainUiiued  that  the  mission  was  got  up  by  Jay  to  mask  one 
of  Franklin's  tricks.    We  gather  this  from  the  following: 

"Tlie  dispatches  from  Mr.  Oswald  which  Mr.  Townshend  has  sent  me  fully  show 
that  all  Dr.  Franklin^s  hints  were  only  to  amuse ;  for  now  he  through  the  channel  of 
Mr,  Jai/f  allows  that  independence  can  not  be  admitted  as  suflicien  treason  for  Franco  . 
to  make  peace,  that  the  Dutch  and  Spaniards  must  also  be  satisfied  before  America  can 
conclude,  that  America  dislikes  Great  Britain  and  loves  France;  yet  that  in  this 
strange  view  we  must  decidedly  grant  iudependence  and  retire  all  troops  prior  to 
any  treaty,  consequently  give  everything  without  any  return,''  etc.  (George  III  to 
Shelburne,  August  21,  1782,  Bancroa  MSS.) 

Vaughan  continued  during  the  negotiations  in  British  employment. 
Thus  we  have  the  following : 

"The  letter  of  Mr.  Vaughan  shows  that  Frauce  is  sincere."  (Same  to  same,  Novem- 
ber 22,  1782.) 

When,  however,  the  provisional  articles  were  signed  the  following 
note  was  sent : 

"  As  to  Mr.  Vaughan,  he  seems  so  willing  to  be  active  and  so  void  of  judgment, 
that  it  is  fortunate  that  he  has  had  no  business,  and  the  sooner  he  returns  to  his  fam- 
ily the  bettor;  indeed  the  fewer  eugtuos  are  employe<l  tlio  bett<3r,  and  those  of  the 
discreetrat  kind."    (George  HI  to  Shelburne,  December  22,  1782.) 

In  a  letter  from  Benjamin  Vaughan,  inclosed  in  a  note  from  John  Vaughan  to 
Sparks,  of  May  G,  18:M3  (Sparks'  Collection,  Harvard  College,  vol.  52,  (1)  3(X)),  it  is  said : 

"Mr.  Jay  gave  to  me  two  businesses,  one  to  a  new  commission  for  Mr.  Oswald, 
which  I  obtained  in  an  instant,  and  the  other  to  counteract  Mr.  de  R.,  which  I  found 
ntterly  needless,  and  did  not  bring  on  tlie  carpet."  To  this  Sparks  appends  the  fol- 
lowing:  "I  have  seen  the  original  instructions  from  Count  Vergennes  and  all  the 
correspondence  between  them  while  Rayneval  was  in  Eiiglatid,  and  can  say  that  all 
the  suspicions  contained  in  the  foregoing  remarks  (as  to  Rayneval's  interfering 
against  the  United  States)  are  utterly  groundless."    But  Boujamiu  Vaughan's  letter. 


See  Biipray  $}  30,  158.     ludcx,  title  Marbois. 
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wboii  cnrefiilly  road,  exprensos  no  "  suspioion  "  of  Rayneval,  bnt  states  simply  that 
for  lihii  (Vaughan)  to  iuterforo  as  against  Rayneval  was  "  neodless.'' 

"  Jay  had  too  high  ideas  of  Vanghau's  position  with  Bholbnme."  (2  Hale's  Frank- 
lin in  Franco,  145,  citing  5  Hannroft,  rey.  ed,  067.) 

"  It  is  a  matter  of  fact  that  Shelburne  had  not  [implicit  confidence  in  Yanghao],  nor 
had  Franklin,  nor  anybody  olse  concerned  in  the  matter  except  Mr.  Jay.  If,  there- 
fore, wo  conld  satisfactorily  account  for  Shelbume's  proceedings  withont  reference 
to  Vaughan,  we  should  desire  to  do  so.  We  incline  to  think  that  he  would  have  sent 
the  commission  without  the  intervention  of  Vaughan,  for  Vaughan  told  him  nothing 
new,  except  that  Jay  was  weli  disposed  to  the  English  and  jealous  of  France.  .  *  *  * 
Ho  [Shelburne]  knew  that  the  commission  was  necessary,  for  he  had  boon  assured  of 
it  in  the  most  emphatic  maunor  by  Oswald,  in  whose  Judgment  ho  had  the  utmost  con- 
fidence. It  is  most  probablo  that  ho  had  determined  to  grant  it  bofore  Vaughan. ap- 
peared. *  *  *  It  is  hard,  after  carefully  reading  all  the  letters,  to  escape  the  con- 
clusiou  that  Mr.  Vaughan  was  a  well-moaning  man  of  very  great  vanity,  and  that  he 
unreasonably  imagined  himself  to  bo  a  person  of  the  greatest  influence  and  importance. 
Franklin  and  Shelburne  were  each  anxious  to  assure  the  other  that  they  had  no  con- 
fidence in  him."    (2  Halo,  ut  «wpra,  147). 

That  Franklin  know  that  Vaughan  was  Shelbume's  agent  appears  from  3  Shel- 
burno's  Life,  243,  257,  267;  and  had  Jay  consulted  Franklin,  ho  would  have  been 
advised  of  Vanghan's  position. 

As  to  the  •  friendly  relations  between  Franklin  and  Vaughan,  see  Franklin  to 
Vaughan,  November  9,  1779 ;  March  5,  1786. 

In  the  last-cited  letter  Franklin  says : 

"The  accounts  in  your  papers,  fabricated  to  give  an  nnfavorable  idea  of  America, 
such  as  speak  of  the  confusions  of  our  government,  the  tyranny  of  Congress,  the 
oppression  and  distress  of  strangers  among  us,  eto.,  these  may  be  thought  neces- 
Hjiry  bugbears  to  keep  your  people  from  emigrating  and  make  them  more  eon- 
tent  with  their  burdens  at  home.  They  may  keep  fools  from  us,  whom  we  do  not 
want.  But  when  I  wish  a  perfect  reconciliation  between  the  two  countries,  I  can 
not  but  regret  the  imprudence  of  those  members  of  your  Parliament  who  are  contin- 
ually discovering  in  their  public  speeches  the  rancorous  malice  thoy  still  bear  us. 

What  can,  for  instance,  Lord  St. mean  by  repeatedly  abusing  the  Congress  as 

having  broken  their  faith.    I  do  not  know  a  single  instance ;  and  1  am  silent  as  to  the 
brcaclies  of  English  faith.    1  hope  tliey  will  soon  be  repaired. 

"Adieu,  my  dear  friend,  and  believe  me  over,  yours,  most  afTootionatoly, 

"B.  Franklin." 

Samuel  Vaughan,  the  father  of  John,  Samuel,  Charles,  and  Benjamin  Vaughan, 
was  residing  in  Philadelphia  in  1787  with  his  son  John  Vaughan,  and  iu  July,  1787, 
John  Vaughan,  the  father  boiiig  toinporarily  absout,  was  visited  by  Manasscli  Cutler, 
then  making  a  tour  iu  the  interest  of  some  western  land  operations.  **  I  had  lettors," 
says  Cutler,*  'Ho  tbe  old  goutloman,  bnt  very  nn fortunately  for  me  he  was  gone  on 
a  journey  into  the  Ohio  country.  The  young  gentleman  (John),  however,  received 
nio  with  every  expression  of  wjinncst  friendship,  urged  me  to  take  lodgiugs  with  him, 
and  dismissed  all  business  to  devote  himself  to  me.  *  *  *  Ho  is  not  married,  and, 
since  his  motherand  sisters  went  to  London  in  the  spring  with  his  brother  Samuel,  be 
and  his  father  keep  bachelors'  hall  in  a  very  elegant  home  in  Fore  [Front]  street. 
Ho  is  iu  a  very  large  circle  of  trade,  in  partnership  with  another  young  gentleman.'' 
Thoy  paid  a  visit,  during  which  "Mr.  Vaughan  took  a  large  share  in  the  conversa- 
tion, and  with  his  easy  and  natural  pleasantry  kept  us  iu  a  burst  of  laughter."  John 
Vaughan,  it  is  added  in  a  note,  was  for  sixty-five  years  secretary  of  the  American 

•  1  Cutler's  Life,  etc.,  266. 
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T'liiloeopbical  Society,  iu  whose  ball  liis  picture  now  hangs.    There  are  those  still 
living  (1888)  who  remember  the  gracious  hospitality  he  for  mauy  years  iliRpoused. 

In  the  following  correspoiidcnco  John  Vaughan  appears  as  having  sought  to  take  an 
oatli  of  allegiiince  to  the  United  States,  before  Jay,  iu  Mny,  1781,  and  as  going  to 
Jk.ni<irica  in  Jannary,  1782,  with  letters  from  Franklin  to  Bache. 

iHartiey.  5  199,  With  David  llnrtley  Franklin  had  been  for  years 

on  intimate  teriiiSf  Hartley  being  somewhat  of  a  pbilosoplier, 
3  iK)Iitical  economist  of  tbe  school  of  Adam  Smith,  and  a  member  of 
Parliament.  Whetlier  Ilartley's  approaches  to  Franklin  were  on  his 
own  responsibility,  as  a  lover  of  peace  and  as  a  personal  friend,  or 
whether  he  was  prompted  to  intervene  by  the  British  Government,  is 
not  now  clear.  Uowever  this  may  be,  he  constantly  wrote  to  Franklin 
on  the  subject  of  conciliation,  and  Franklin  as  constantly  replied, 
lamenting  war  on  general  principles,  but  saying  that  to  the  United 
States  war,  and  even  perpetual  war,  is  better  than  submission,  and 
that  however  variant  American  traditions  may  have  been  from  French, 
if  England  declared  war  on  France  on  America's  account  France 
would  not  be  deserted  by  America.* 

On  one  occasion  only  did  any  liingnnge  which  looks  like  an  authori- 
tative attempt  at  influence  escape  from  Hartley,  and  this  was  on  April 
23, 1778,  when  he  wrote  as  follows: 

"If  tenipestnons  times  should  come,  take  care  of  your  own  safety;  events  are  un- 
certain, and  men  may  be  capricious.'' 

To  this  Franklin  gave  the  following  answer: 

"  I  thank  yon  for  yonr  kind  caution,  but  having  nearly  finished  a  long  life,  I  sot  but 
little  valne  on  what  remains  of  it.  Like  a  draper  when  one  chaflcrs  with  him  for  a 
rouniau^  I  am  ready  to  say,  '  as  it  is  ouly  the  fug  end,  I  will  not  difTcr  with  you  about 
it;  take  it  for  what  yon  please.'  Perhaps  the  best  nse  such  an  old  follow  can  be  put 
to  is  to  make  a  martyr  of  him." 

Hartley's  commission,  by  Fox,  on  May  19, 1783,  as  negotiator  to  sign 
the  definitive  treaty,  was  as  much  a  tribute  to  his  personal  worth  as  it 
was  a  recognition  of  the  fact  that  his  principal  claim  to  the  distinction 
was  his  long  friendship  with  Franklin. 

Oswald.  5  200.  The  character  of  Richard  Oswald,  who  was  Shel- 

burne's  representative  in  the  peace  negotiations  of  1782,  has 
been  discussed  in  another  work.t  lie  was  by  birth  a  Scotchman,  and 
by  marriage  and  purchase  had  acquired  considerable  estates  in  America. 
A  disciple  of  Adam  Smith,  he  had  won  the  esteem  of  Shelburne;  a  cor- 
respondent and  friend  of  Franklin,  he  w  as  selected  by  Shelburne  to 
negotiate  with  Franklin  as  to  the  peace.  Ilis  letters  to  Franklin  on 
the  subject  are  hereafter  given.j: 

•  See  Franklin's  letters  to  Hartley,  infra,  Oct.  3,  1775;  Oct.  14,  1777;  Feb.  12, 1778; 
Apr.  23.1778;  Feb.  3,  1779;  May  4,  1779;  Fob.  4,  1780;  Juno  30,  1781 ;  Oct.  15,  1781; 
Jan.  15,  24.  1782;  Fob.  IC,  1782;  Mar.  31,  1782;  May  13,  1782;  July  10,  1782;  Mar. 
13,  178:j;  May  8.  1783. 

t3  Int.  Law.  Dig.,  2(1  od.,  pp.  901-908. 

tludox,  litlo  Oswald. 
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natton.  ^  201.  James  Hutton,  a  Moravian  clergyman,  who  from  his 

interest  in  Moravian  missions  in  Pennsylvania  had  made 
Franklin's  acquaintance  in  London  and  whom  Franklin  greatly  es- 
teemed,* was  sought  out  by  Lord  North  as  a  proper  person  to  visit 
Paris  and  sound  Franklin  as  to  his  terms ;  and  this  office  Ilutton  will- 
ingly undertook.  But  Franklin  was  not  to  be  moved  from  the  posi- 
tion he  had  assumed  both  as  to  independence  and  as  to  the  French 
alliance.  Anxious  not  to  be  misquoted,  he  addressed  to  Hutton  two 
remarkable  letters,  to  be  given  hereafter,  under  date  of  February  1, 
1778,  and  of  March  24,  in  the  same  year,  in  which  he  declared,  as  he 
did  to  Pnlteney,  that  peace  could  only  be  based  on  propositions  made 
by  England  acknowledging  independence,  and  that  it  England  declared 
war  on  France,  then  there  could  be  no  peace  without  France.  In 
a  letter  to  Hartley  of  February  12, 1778,  Franklin  incloses  his  replies 
to  Button,  whom  he  calls  ''an  old  friend  of  mine,  a  chief  of  the  Mo- 
ravians, who  is  often  at  the  queen's  palace  and  is  sometimes  spoken  to 
by  the  king." 
Of  this  Parisian  trip  of  Hutton  Horace  Walpolo  thus  speaks : 

"Wlio  can  belieye  wbat  I  bave  read  in  tbo  papers  to-day  t — tbat  one  Huitoo,  a  Mo- 
ravian, has  been  dispatched  to  Paris  to  fling  himself  at  Dr.  FrankHn's  feet  and  sue  for 
forgiveness  t  It  is  said  that  the  man  feU  on  the  doctor's  neck  with  tears  and  implored 
peace.  What  trinmph  on  one  side  I  What  hnroiliation  on  the  other  I "  (Horace  Wal- 
polo to  Mason,  February  IH,  1778,  7  Cunningham's  Walpole,  :)2.) 

TbomM  woipoic.  §  202.  Thomas  Walpole  was  a  grandson  of  Horatio, 

the  first  Lord  Walpole,  and  was  therefore  a  grand- 
nephew  of  Sir-  Robert  Walpole,  Earl  of  Oxford,  and  a  cousin  of 
Horace  Walpole,  who  frequently  mentions  him  in  his  letters.  Thomas 
Walpole  was  a  bjinker  of  great  wealth  and  enterprise,  and  had  been^ 
with  Franklin  and  Samuel  Wharton,  one  of  the  principal  grantees  in 
what  was  called  the  Walpole  grant,  hy  which  a  part  of  the  territory 
west  of  the  Alleghany  mountains  had  been  x)laced  in  the  hands  of  the 
grantees  for  colonization,  t 

The  grant  wa^<?  opposed  by  Lord  Hillsborongli,  then  having  charge  of 
colonial  afl'airs  in  the  cabinet,  but  was  so  completely  vindicated  by 
Franklin,  that  Hillsborough  was  forced  to  resign.  Tbe  Revolution,  how- 
ever, led  to  the  abandonment  of  the  grant.  Thomas  Walpole  was  for 
a  number  of  years  in  rarliament,  and  was  a  devoted  friend  of  America, 
doing  all  in  his  power  to  prevent  the  war,  and,  when  it  began,  to  induce 
its  abandonment  and  the  acknowledgment  of  American  independence. 
His  intimacy  with  Franklin  continued  during  this  period  unabated,  and, 
besides  visiting  Franklin  in  Paris,  he  received  constant  communications 
from  him  through  Austin  and  Bancroft-t 

•Sco  index,  title  Franklin. 

t  See  supra,  ^  \m  ;  Ilinsdalo's  Old  Northwest,  133-13'l-l;i9. 

I  Tbo  impuDity  nttnclicd  (o  intermediaries  of  this  c!nss  has  been  already  noticed 
8uprat  ^  1^7. 
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In  a  lei4ier  of  Thomas  Walpole  to  Franklin  of  Febraary  1, 1777,  he 
thas  states  his  position  at  that  date: 

"  These  oonaiderationii  (want  of  information  as  to  Atnoriea)  arc  of  Rniall  importance 
oompared  to  that  of  the  declaration  of  independence  extendinfr  itaelf  not  only  to  the 
renunoiatioQ  of  all  allogianoe  hut  oven  to  all  connection  wit  h  this  country  in  pref 
BFence  to  ftoy  other.  This  measure  so  taken  reduced  the  friends  to  tbo  liberties  of 
Americft  to  the  single  argument  of  resisting  the  war  against  her  upon  bold  considera- 
tions of  a  minons  expense  to  the  nation  in  prosecnting  a  plan  which  in  its  iHSOO 
mast  be  considered  as  very  uncertain/'    (Franklin  MSB.,  Amor.  Philosoph.  8oc.) 

Sut  he  goes  on  to  say  that  ho  urouhl  think  no  oflico  too  mean,  nor 
any  endeavors  above  his  ambition,  which  wonld  tend  to  put  a  stop  to 
our  dreadful  civil  contentions. 

On  December  3, 1777,  ho  speaks  of  his  own  sympathies  with  America, 
as  tbe  case  then  stood,  and  sends  friendly  messages  from  Chatham  and 
Oamden. 

In  a  letter  to  Franklin  of  February  10, 1778,  Thomas  Wnli>ole  recites 
tbe  virtual  abandonment  of  the  enterprise  on  the  Ohio  lliver  and  a 
final  settlement  of  the  accounts  with  Samuel  Wharton. 

In  1782  there  can  be  no  question  tha^  Walpole  visited  Paris  with  the 
assent  of  Fox,  then  secretary  of  state,  though  Walpole  was  in  error  in 
supposing  that  he  had  by  this  request  any  power  given  to  him  to  nego- 
tiate.^ 

B.ut  Walpole,  in  a  letter  of  June  18, 1782,  to  Shelburne,  wliile  admit- 
ting that  he  had  no  express  authority  from  Fox  to  negotiate,  sttites 
that  he  believes  that  after  his  conversation  with  Fox  <<he  (Fox)  would 
not  have  named  another  person  unless  some  reason  had  been  suggested 
to  him  for  it;  and  I  understand  (not  from  Mr.  Fox,  but  from  very  good 
authority)  that  your  lordship  thought  mo  an  improper  person  because 
I  was  upon  bad  terms  with  Dr.  Franklin.  I  employed,  therefore,  a 
common  friend  to  mention  this  to  the  doctor,  who  was  no  less  surprised 
than  myself  at  such  a  supposition."  t 

Walpole,  as  is  elsewhere  noticed,  is  spoken  of  by  Qeorp:o  III,  on  October  31, 1780,  as 
commnnicating  "  pacific  propoRitious/'  but  ns  an  **  avowed  enemy  "  of  the  goveru- 
ment.t 

Of  Thomas  Walpole's  liberality,  as  well  as  of  his  close  relations  with 
Chatham  and  Camden,  the  following  illuvstration  may  be  given:  Wal- 
l>ole  had  purchased  from  Chatham  the  estate  of  llayes,  which  Chatham, 
"when  still  a  commoner,  had  greatly  adorned,  and  to  which,  in  1767, 
when  his  health  broke  down,  he  greatly  desired  to  return.  Ladj*^ 
Ohatham,  finding  this  morbid  desire  growing  on  her  husband,  wrote  to 
Walpole,  begging  him  to  sell  to  them  the  place,  so  that  they  would 
once  more  breathe  the  accustomed  air.  » 


•  See  Sbclburne  to  Oewnld,  May  21. 1782,  infra;  Oswald  to Sbclbunio,  Jnue  12, 1782. 
t  As   to  bis  interview  witli  Franklin,  see  Franklin's  Journal,  tf0-a,  under  date  of 
July  1,   1782. 
t  As  to  Walpole's  relation  to  Edward  Bancroft,  see  supra,  J  196. 
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Mr.  WaliM)l0|  it  sooms,  had  himself  exi>oiided  a  considerable  som  i 
improving  the  place,  and  had  become.as  attached  to  it  as  LordOhatham 
had  ever  been. 

*'  He  was  willing,  Iio  wrote  bock  to  Laily  Cbaihaiu,  to  remove  »t  once  from  Hayes  with 
his  family  aud  place  it  at  tbe  earl's  disposal  durini;  the  summer  months;  but  graeefal 
as  this  concession  was,  it  was  far  from  satisfying  the  invalid.  Not  only  did  tbe  dis- 
appointment render  him  irritable  in  the  extreme,  but  his  brotherin-law,  James  Gran- 
ville, describes  his  language,  when  be  spolte  to  him  on  the  subject,  as  having  been 
even  'feroclons.'  Under  thesa  circumstances  Lady  Chatbam  addressed  a  second  and 
still  more  pathetic  appeal  to  Mr.  Walpole,  who,  touched  by  her  arguments  and  entreat- 
ies, very  generously  consented  to  surrender  bis  purchase.  'I  can  no  longer/  he 
writes  to  Lord  Chatham,  'resist  such  affecting  motives  for  restoring  it  to  your  lord- 
ship, who  I  desire  will  consider  yourself  master  of  Uayes  from  this  moment.'  How 
deeply  distressed  he  was  at  making  the  concession,  his  friend.  Lord  Camden  has 
recorded.  '  I  do  assure  your  ladyship,'  the  latter  writes  to  Lady  Chatham,  '  1  have 
never  been  more  affected  with  any  scene  I  have  ever  been  witness  to  than  what  I 
felt  on  this  occasion,  and  am  most  sensibly  touched  with  Mr.  Walpole's  singular 
benevolence  and  good  nature.  Tbe  applause  of  the  world  and  of  his  own  conscience 
will  be  his  reward.' "    (1  Jesse's  Memoirs  of  George  lU,  397.) 

Walpole's  character,  as  above  exhibited,  is  important,  as  explaining 
not  merely  his  own  position,  bat  that  of  Bancroft.  Bancroft  was 
closely  allied  to  him,  being  his  agent  and  secretary  in  many  delicate 
matters  concerning  the  relations  of  the  colonies  t^o  the  mother  country. 
If  Bancroft  was  under  British  pay  it  is  difficult  to  acquit  Walpole  as 
well  as  Franklin  of  negligence  the  most  culpable  and  the  most  incredi- 
ble, when  we  take  their  opportunities  of  knowledge  into  consideration. 
The  only  tenable  hvpothesis  is  that  heretofore  given,*  that  whatever 
communications  BancroUt  made  to  the  British  Government  were  made 
with  the  privity  of  Franklin  and  Walpole. 

Paitonoy.        ^  203.  lu  the  samc  class  with  Walpole  may  be  mentioned 
William    PuUeney,    also   a    member  of  Parliament,  and  a 
strenuous  advocate  of  reconciliation.    According  to  a  note  by  the  editor 
of  the  correspondence  of  George  III  with  Lord  North,  "  William  John- 
ston, a  descendant  of  the  Johnstons  of  Anuandale,  was  the  elder  brotlicC 
of  Governor  Johnston.    lie  married  Frances,  only  child  of  Lieutenant^ 
General  Pultcucy,  brother  of  the  Earl  of  Bath.    The  earl  dying  withou 
legitimate  issue  in  17G4,  his  brother^s  daughter  Frances  succeeded 
his  estates.    Johnston,  on  his  marriage,  took  the  name  of  Pulteney. 
lie  was  a  friend  of  Franklin,  and  visited  Franklin  in  Paris  in  1778  as 
sort  of  volunteer  informal  negotiator.t 

On  March  29,  1778,  Pulteney,  being  then' in  Paris,  addressed,  undeC 

the  assumed  name  of  Williams,  a  note  to  Franklin,|  asking  him  for  am 

interview ;  and  on  this  taking  place  he  made  to  Franklin  certain  proiK>- 

sitions  looking  to  conciliation.    On  the  next  day  Franklin,  in  order  that^ 


•  Supra,  $  19G. 

f  See  2  Correspondence  of  Qeorge  III  with  Lord  North,  171. 

i  See  infra,  uftliat  date. 

# 
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there  should  bo  uo  luisapprebeiisiou  as  to  tho  diameter  of  this  inter- 
view, sent  a  note  to  Palteney,*  in  which  he  said  that  there  could  be  no 
reconciliation  which  did  not  take  the  independence  of  the  United  States 
SLS  its  basis,  and  that  if  England  waited  to  make  this  acknowledgment 
until  she  was  at  war  with  France,  then  the  United  States  would  not 
treat  without  France's  concurrence,  t 

It  being  afterwards  intimated  by  Arthur  Lee  that  there  hiid  been 
injurious  concessions  made  by  Franklin  in  his  conference  with  Pul- 
tonoy,  Franklin  was  able  to  show  by  the  papers  in  the  ciise  how  utterly 
unfounded  this  suspicion  was.  | 

*See  in/ray  iiiidor  dnto  of  Mtirch  30,  177B. 
tSeo  0  Franklin's  WorlcH,  Bi^^olow's  ocl.,  149. 
I  FraukUu  to  Reed,  Mar.  ID,  1780,  infra. 
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CHAPTER  XXII. 

BRITISH  SPIES. 

Berkenhont.  §  204.  It  is  with  soine  hesitation  that  Berkenhont  is 

placed  under  the  class  of  spies;  and  that  there  shoald 
bo  strong  proof  that  he  is  justly  so  placed  is  an  illustratiou  of  the 
anomaly  we  sometimes  see  of  men  absorbed  in  scientific  studies,  audof 
generally  urbane  and  benignant  temper,  having  in  them  a  tendency  to 
take  in  i>olitics  equivocal  steps  which  men  of  the  world  would  not,  ex- 
cept under  cover  of  peculiar  precautions,  think  of  taking.*    AcoordiDg 
to  the  notice  of  him  in  Leslie  Stephens'  Dictionary  of  Biography,  John 
Berkenhont  was  born  in  England  about  1730.    Atone  time  he  held  the 
rank  of  captain  in  the  Prussian  army,  from  which  he  resigned  in  1756 
to  accept  a  commission  in  the  English  service.  Subsequently  he  studied 
medicine  at  Edinburgh  and  Ley  den.    lie  was  the  author  of  several 
works  upon  medicine,  botany,  and  natural  history,  and  of  a  Biographi- 
cal Eistory  of  Literature,  as  to  which  he  consulted  Horace  Walpole, 
In  1778  he  was  sent  by  the  British  Govcrnnieut  '^  with  some  commis- 
sioners to  America.    Congress  would  not  allow  them  to  proceed  beyond 
New  York,  but  Berkcnlioat  contrived  to  reach  Philadelphia.    Here  he 
stayed  for  some  time  without  interference  on  the  part  of  the  authorities, 
but  at  length  suspicion  arising  that  ho  was  tampering  with  some  of  the 
leading  citizens  he  was  thrown  into  prison.    After  effecting  his  escape 


•As  to  Borkonhout's  corrospoiulouco  with  Arthur  Loo,  soo  index,  '*  Borkenhooi.'' 

In  the  Harvard  Collection  of  Arthur  Leo's  papers  aro  tho  folio wiiig  letters  from 
Borkeuhout  to  Lee : 

,  1777,  as  t«)  capture  of  tho  ship  Fox  and  as  to  paper  money. 

In  February,  1778,  in  a  letter  without  further  date,  lie  tells  Leo  of  a  panipblet 
attack  on  Franklin,  gossips  in  a  friendly  way  as  to  English  i)olitical  parties,  and 
signs  himself  "Aniico  Cliarissinio.'' 

Another  gossiping  letter,  dated  in  tho  sanio  month,  signed  ''A  True  Bom  English- 
man ''  and  indorsed  "  Berkenhont,"  is  among  tho  Lee  (Kipers  at  tho  UaiTecaity  of 
Virginia. 

A  letter  from  him  to  Leo  of  December  25,  1778,  in  tho  Harvard  Collection,  containt 
ambiguous  suggestions  iis  to  peace,  and  is  signed  "  Semper  eadem.*' 

Another  letter  of  February  28,  1779,  from  him  to  Lee,  which  is  in  tho  IlarTard  col* 
lection,  is  couched  in  terms  so  enigmatical  that  it  is  diflicult  to  take  iu  their 
ing. 
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or  release,  be  rejoiacd  the  commissioners  at  New  York,  came  back  to 
EDglandy  and  was  rewarded  witb  a  peusioii  for  bis  services.*  In  1780  be 
publisbed  ^Lucubrations  on  Ways  and  Means,  inscribed  to  LordNortb,' 
a  proposal  for  tbe  imposition  of  certain  taxes.  Some  of  tbe  suggestions 
contained  in  this  pampblet  were  adopted  by  Lord  Nortb,  otbers  sub- 
sequently by  Pitt,  nis  *  Essay  on  tbe  Bite  of  a  Mad  Dog'  appeared 
in  1783  5  *  Symptomatology'  in  1784.  Berkcubout's  last  work  was 
'Letters  on  Education  to  bis  Son  at  tbe  University,'  1790.  •  •  • 
Berkenbout  died  on  April  3,  1791,  at  Besselsleigb,  near  Oxford, 
wbitber  be  bad  gone  for  change  of  air.  He  was  a  man  of  singularly 
versatile  abilities.  To  bis  deep  knowledge  of  natural  history,  botany, 
and  chemistry,  was  joined  an  extensive  acquaintance  witb  classical  and 
modem  literature.  Ue  translated  from  tbe  Swedish  language  Count 
Tessin's  letters  to  Gustavus  III  {Letters  from  an  Old  Man  to  a  Young 
Prince^  translated  from  the  Swedish,  175G).  He  was  familiar  witb  the 
French,  German,  Dutch,  and  Italian  languages,  was  a  good  mathema- 
tician, and  is  said  to  have  been  skilled  in  music  and  painting.  In  ad- 
dition to  the  works  already  mentioned,  he  publisbed  '  Treatise  on  Hys- 
terical  and  Hypochondriacal  Diseases,  from  tbe  French  of  Dr.  Pomme,' 
1777.  In  1779  he  edited  a  revised  edition  of  Campbell's  '  Lives  of  the 
Admirals.'  He  also  issued  proiK>sals  for  a  History  of  Middlesex,  in- 
cluding London,  but  he  did  not  carry  out  his  project."  f 

Of  Berkenbout  tbe  following  notice  appears  in  2  Stone's  Bie\lesel, 
41: 

"  On  the  2l8t  of  Septembor  (1778)  two  more  peace  commlBsi oners,  Doctor  Berken- 
koat  aud  Bir.  Temple,  arrived  from  England.  The  latter  is  described  by  General 
Rie<lo8el  as  very  indolent  aud  careless,  but  the  former  as  an  exceedingly  actiye  and 
careful  man,  who  sought  to  do  his  duty  with  all  diligence.  Dr.  Berkenhoafe,  who 
acted  entirely  in  unison  if  ith  his  brother  commissioner,  the  newly  sent  Governor 
Johnson,  first  endeavored  to  make  the  acquaintance  of  influential  Americans,  especi- 
ally with  the  members  of  the  lower  courts,  those  haviug  the  most  influence  with  the 
diiTerent  classes  of  the  people.  This  was  done  by  him  with  the  object  of  influencing 
them  against  Congress,  and  thus  creating  a  division.  This  person  was  accused  of 
attempting  to  carry  out  his  designs  oven  in  Philadelphia  ;  a  circumstance  which  so 
enraged  Congress  that  it  sent  the  Euglish  peace  comm  issiouer  to  the  peniten- 
tiary," 


*  Of  Berkenhout*s  performances  in  Philadelphia,  Richard  H.  Lee,  in  a  letter  dated 
February  11,  1778,  thiw  writes  : 

'*The  man  was  a  perfect  stranger  to  me,  and  came  to  me  solely  on  the  ground  of  a 
former  acquaintance  tvith  my  brother.  I  received  him  civilly,  and  he  told  mo  he 
came  to  seek  a  settlement  for  his  family,  and  asked  my  advice  where  he  sh'd  fix.  I 
gave  him  the  best  advice  I  could.  Ue  appeared  to  mo  most  strongly  attached  to  the 
independence  of  America,  and  I  did  and  do  believe  him  to  have  been  honestly  so.  I 
do  not  think  we  changed  above  an  hundred  words  together,  for  I  was  too  much  en- 
gaged in  public  business.  lie  was  arrested  on  no  other  ground  than  a  paragraph  in  an 
English  newspaper.  After  this  I  never  saw  him.  Having  detained  him  in  prison  a 
few  days  they  discharged  and  scut  him  back  to  New  Yorke,  having  no  evidence  to 
prove  anything  against  him."    (Lee  MSS.,  Harvard  Collection.) 

t  Leslie  Stephens'  National  Biography,  title  Berkenbout. 
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Berkciiboat's  adveutures  as  a  British  emissary  wore  not  closed  wilh 
this  abortive  missiou  to  America.  lu  January,  1770,  when  in  Burope, 
ho  offered  to  negotiate  with  Arthur  Lee,  who  reported  the  fact  to  Yet- 
gonncs.*  Arthur  Leo  subsequently  informed  Berkenhout  that  the  ac- 
knowledgment of  American  independence  was  a  pro-requisite  to  peace. 
According  to  Arthur  Lee,  Berlcenhout  had  proposed  to  him  and  Frank* 
lin  an  interview  '^fourteen  months  since,"  and  ^'  has  since  that  time  been 
sent  to  America  with  the  British  commissioners,"  and  *'  has  been  im* 
prisoned  in  Philadelphia  on  suspicion  of  the  object  of  his  mission,  and 
released  for  want  of  proof.  He  has  again,  as  you  see,  returned  to  his 
country,  and  to  his  endeavors  to  seduce,  by  offers  of  emolument  and 
titles  of  honor,  which  we  call  in  our  language,  honors."  Yorgennes,  in 
reply,  on  January  4, 1779,  complains  that  Berkenhout^s  letter  had  not 
been  inclosed  to  him,  but  says 'that  ^^yon  shall  answer  in  plain  terms 
that '  unless  ho  assures  you  of  the  most  entire  acknowledgment  of  your 
independence,  and  brings  you  propositions  conformable  to  the  fidelity 
with  which  your  nation  and  government  glory  in  fulfilling  their  obliga- 
tions, that  you  can  not  consent  to  any  interview  with  him  or  any  other 
emissary.'"  Arthur  Lee,  on  January  7, 1777,  addressed  a  letter  to  Ber- 
kenhout stating  substantially  these  conditions,  t 


*  A.  Lee  to  Vergennos,  Jan.  3, 1779,  infra. 

It  is  iDterostiug  to  oUecrve  that  oo  Jad.  21,  1779,  Berkeiihont  ▼ieiled  Hoiehin- 
80U  OS  a  8ort  of  voluuteer  ageut  for  Lord  North,  for  the  pnrpose  of  inqniring  what 
grants  to  the  loyalists  could  induce  thorn  to  acquiesce  in  the  then  ministerial  projects 
of  conciliation.    (2  Hutchinson's  Diary,  239.) 

tin  a  letter  from  Franklin  to  Arthur  Lee,  of  Jan.  3,  1779(Oreer  MSS.)  it  is  said 
in  reference  to  Borkcnhout : 

''  You  know  the  gentleman  hotter  than  I  do,  and  can  therefore  hetter  judge  whether 
a  meeting  with  him  for  the  proposed  purpose  of  making  peace  will  not  be  like  somo 
of  the  forraer,,intendcd  merely  to  give  couutcnauce  at  this  time  to  Change  alley  re- 
ports, help  the  stocks,  and  assist  government  in  making  their  new  loan,  or  their 
friends  in  retailing  tliuir  subscriptions." 

The  following  noticc*.s  of  Berkenhout  appear  in  the  papers  of  Samnel  Adams,  in  tho 
Bancroft  collection  of  manuscripts. 

*'  A  certain  Dr.  Berkenhout  was  hero  (at  Phila<lelphia)  at  that  time.  Ho  had 
formerly  been  a  follow  student  of  Dr.  Leo  (A.  Lee)  in  Edinburgh;  and  although  be 
brought  no  letters  from  bim,  he  made  an  advantage  of  the  old  connection,  and 
addressed  himself  to  Richard  Henry  Lee,  the  doctor's  brother,  and  a  member  of  Con- 
gress. *  •  •  Dr.  Berkenhout  was  put  into  prison  by  the  authority  of  this  State 
on  suspicion,  and  afterwards  discharged  for  want  of  evidence  against  him.  Perhaps 
he  suiTered  the  more  from  a  certain  set  of  mcnfor  (valuing)f  himself  on  Colonel  Lee; 
and  the  colonel  himself  has  since  sutTereil  the  reproach  of  an  angry  writer  and  disap- 
pointed man  for  showing  civility  to  a  person  who  was  once  acquainted  with  his 
brother.''    (S.  Adams  to  J.  Winthrop,  date  not  given,  Bancroft  MSS.) 

Berkenhout  **  had  imposed  on  me  a  belief  that  he  came  here  (to  Philadelphia)  with 
a  view  to  sock  a  cnuvenicnt  settlement  for  himself  and  his  family  in  a  land  of  liberty. 
1  wns  taken  with  this  generous  sentiment.  His  tale  was  plain  and  probable.  I  knew 
he  had  been  in  the  esteem  of  my  brother,  nnd  to  rivet  the  whole  his  pamphlet  was 
delivered,  contending  with  good  force  for  the  independence  of  our  oountry.  Bat 
however  guilty  the  man  really  was,  this  not  appearing,  the  magistrate  of  a  free  state 
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cboreh.  ^  205.  Beojaioin  Obarcb,  whose  name  occasionally  appears 
in  the  following  pages,  was,  according  to  Sabine,  equally 
*^  distinguished  as  a  scholar,  physician,  poi-t,  and  politician,  and  among 
the  Whigs  he  stood  as  prominent  and  was  as  active  and  popular  as 
either  Warren,  Hancock,  or  Samuel  Adams.  He  graduated  at  Har- 
vard University  in  1754.  About  1768  he  built  an  elegant  house  at. 
Bayuham,  which  occasioned  pecuniary  embarrassments,  and  it  has  been 
conjectured  that  his  difficulties  from  this  source  caused  his  defection  to 
the  Whig  cause.  However  this  may  be,  he  was  regarded  us  a  traitor, 
having  been  suspected  of  communicating  intelligeiice  to  Oovernor 
Oage  and  of  receiving  a  reward  in  money  therefor.  His  crime  was  sub- 
sequently proved,  Washington  presiding,  when  ho  was  convicted  of 
holding  a  criminal  correspondence  with  the  eneni}'.*  After  his  trial 
by  a  court-oiartial  he  was  examined  before  the  Provincial  Congress,  of 
which  body  he  was  a  member,  and  though  he  made  an  ingenious  and 
able  defense  was  expelled.  Allowed  to  leave  the  country,  finally  he 
embarked  for  the  West  Indies,  and  was  never  heard  of  afterwards. 
Sarah,  his  widow,  died  in  England  in  1788."f 

As  early  as  January  29, 1772,  as  we  learn  from  a  letter  of  Oovernor 
Hutchinson  of  that  date.  Church  was  paid  for  preparing  anonymous 
papers  for  the  government. 

*'  The  CoDgre88  ordered  Church  to  the  MassachuBotts  council  to  bo  let  out.  upon  bail. 
It  was  repreaented  to  tliem  that  liis  health  wan  in  a  dangerous  way,  and  it  was  though  t 
he  would  not  now  have  it  in  his  power  to  do  any  inischiof.  Nobody  Idiows  what  lo 
do  with  him.  There  is  no  law  to  try  him  upon,  and  no  court  to  try  him.  I  am  afraid 
he  deserves  more  punishment  than  he  wiU  ever  meet.''  (John  Adams  to  BeuJ.  Kent, 
June  22,  1776;  9  J.  Adams'  Worlcs,  402.) 
'  As  to  Church  see  further,  Tarbox,  Putnam,  2d5;  Wells'  Adams,  i,  3.3,  211,458;  ii. 


should  say  de  won  apparenUhns  et  fion  exUtentibus,  eadem  est  ratio,**    (R.  II.  Lee  to  S. 
Adams,  January  10,  1780,  Bancroa  MS8.) 

Berkenhout's  arrest  is  noticed  in  the  Pennsylvania  Packet  of  September  5,  1778. 
In  the  same  paper  of  September  15,  177d,  it  is  said  by  a  corrospondeut: 

'*The  hardy  Berkenhout  boldly  ventures  to  the  seat  of  legislation.  Under  the 
mask  of  friendship  he  covers  the  most  insidious  designs,  niid  endeavors  by  ci^joling 
individuals  to  worm  himself  into  public  confldence;  but  as  the  walls  of  the  new 
gaol  encompass  both  his  p<'rson  and  his  perfidy  I  hope  we  are  secure  against  him." 

In  the  same  paper  for  October  15,  1778,  is  an  animated  discussion  as  to  the  extent 
of  Arthur  Lee's  intimacy  with  Berkenhout  The  controversy  is  pursued  in  the  issues 
of  October  21  and  December  29,  1778. 

Among  the  Lee  papers  in  the  Univprsity  of  Virginia  is  a  letter  from  Berkenhout 
dated  May  12,  1790,  in  which  he  writes  from  Cambridge,  England,  to  Arthur  Lee, 
then  in  New  York,  as  **  my  very  old  and  very  dear  friend."  In  the  course  of  this  letter 
Berkenhout  says:  ''I  was  too  near  being  hanged  by  Silas  Deane  in  the  land  of 
Quakers."  ''  Tour  godson  Charles  (a  son  of  Berkenhout)  having  finished  his  edncii- 
tion  at  the  Charter  House  was  migrated  to  the  county  of  Cambridge."  He  then  asks 
for  advice  for  the  future  as  to  this  son,  "  who  would  embrace  any  proposal  from  bis 
godfather  Lee." 

*  This  was  in  cipher  letters  intercepted  by  Gerry, 

1 1  Sabine's  Loyalists,  313. 
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51,52,  250,278,  333,  334;  1  Washington's  Official  Letters,  36;  Appleton's  Cyclop.  o( 
Biography,  title  "  Church." 

Church's  statement,  "  from  my  prison  in  Cambridge,  NoTember  1,  1775,"  is  ia  toI- 
ume  49  of  the  Sparks  Collection  at  Cambridge. 

ixkkw*  §  20G.  Thomas  Digges,  whose  name  appears  oooasionally 
in  the  following  correspoiidenco,  was  said  to  be  a  native  of 
Maryland.  Ilowevor  this  may  be,  he  was  for  some  years  before  the 
war  resident  in  London,  where  he  became  acquainted  with  Arthur  Lee, 
who,  on  December  8,  1777,  recommended  him  to  the  confidence  of  Ooo- 
gress,  and  on  April  16, 1778,  described  him  to  Samuel  Adams  as  "a 
very  worthy  person,  and  together  with  his  brother,  who  is  yetinl4)n- 
don,  has  done  service  to  the  cause.'^  We  now  know,  however,  that 
Digges  was  at  this  time,  and  for  some  time  afterwards,  in  the  employ 
of  the  British  ministry. 

**  In  regard  to  Mr.  Diggos,  you  may  aasnro  Dr.  Franklin  that  ho  need  be  nnderno 
uneasiness  about  his  connection  with  or  attendance  upon  Sir  Guy  Carleton.   Heii 
now  in  London,  and  my  knowledge  of  him  is  merely  this — he  had  been,  it  soemi, 
employed  by  the  late  administration  in  an  indirect  commission  to  sound  Mr.  Adams, 
which  scheme  appears  to  have  had  no  consequences.    The  man  was  aflerwardi 
recommended  to  me,  hut  having  heard  by  acoideut  a  very  indiflfercnt  acooantof  bis 
character,  and  particularly  that  Mr.  Franklin  hail  a  bad  opinion  of  him,  I  from  that 
moment  resolved  t^  have  nothing  to  do  with  him/'    (Shelburue  to  Oswald,  JoneSO, 
1782,  2  Hale's  Franklin  in  France,  4G,  n.)* 

Digges  sent  to  Adams  English  information  (no  doubt  of  a  decoy 
character  inspired  by  lliu  British  Governnient)  in  a  letter  dated  May 
12,  1780  (see  Adams  to  Digges,  May  13,  1780);  on  March  11,  1782,  he 
was  introduced  by  Hartley  to  Franklin,  and  on  March  22, 1782,  he  wrote 
to  Franklin  a  letter,  hereafter  given,  inviting  a  correspondence  as  to 
peace.    On  April  5,  1782,  Franklin  wrote  to  Hartley,  saying: 

"As  to  DiggcH,  I  have  no  confidence  iu  him,  nor  in  anything  he  says  or  may  say  of 
his  being  sent  by  ministers.  Nor  will  I  have  any  communication  with  him  except 
in  recoiviug  and  considering  the  juHtification  of  himself,  which  he  pretends  he  shall 
be  able  and  intends  to  make,  for  his  excessive  drafts  on  mo  on  account  of  the  reUef 
1  have  ordered  to  the  priKoucrs,  and  his  embezzlement  of  the  money.'' 

The  last  we  hear  of  Digges  is  in  a  letter  from  Jonathan  Williams  to 
Franklin  dated  at  Dublin  June  17,  1785: 

*'  You  will  not  be  surprised  when  I  tell  yon  that  Mr.  Diggos,  who  had  so  much  of 
the  prisoners'  money,  is  in  tlie  same  prison.  Ho  Iiad  boon  playing  the  rogue  in  this 
country  (Ireland),  but  like  all  oilier  cunning  rogues  has  shown  himself  to  be  a  fool, 
and  is  now  paying  severely  for  his  folly  and  wickedness."  t 

In  a  note  to  the  letter  to  Adams  of  April  14,  1780,  given  in  7  John 
Adams'  Works,  147,  we  have  the  following: 

"Mr.  Diggos,  the  writer  of  many  letters  under  this  and  other  signatures,  was  a 
Maryland  gentleman,  wlio  rouiainod  in  England  during  the  war  and  maintained 
secret  connnunications  with  Hcvoral  of  the  American  miniators,  and  not  improbablj 

*  Digges'  letter  to  Adama  will  bo  found  tw/ro,  under  date  of  April  14,  1780» 

♦  2  Hale's  Franklin  in  Franco,  47,  n. 
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wilb  the  British  Government  likewiao ;  thongb  apparently  he  wm  but  little  trnstod 
by  either  side.  Dr.  Franklin  in  many  of  his  letters  inveighs  bitterly  against  hini  for 
his  embezzlement  of  money  remitted  to  him  for  the  nse  of  American  prisoners.^ 

In  the  Bancroft  IfSS.  (America,  France,  and  Kugiand,  ii,  117),  is  a  memorandum 
Baying,  *'  Digges  was  a  rogue,  unworthy  of  trust.''  *  On  the  same  page  is  a  commnni- 
cation  (taken  from  the  Landsdowne  Papers)  from  Digges  as  to  the  mode  of  addressing 
the  American  peace  commissioners. 

As  to  Qeorge  Digges'  relations  to  Cbanmont  and  Thornton,  see  Digges'  letter  of  April 
14y  ITTBy  Paris,  in  the  Lee  Papers,  Harvard  Library. 

It  was  on  a  letter  from  Digges,  esq.,  of  August  30,  1778,  that  Arthur  Lee 

relied  for  his  assertions  as  to  complicity  of  Franklin  and  Buncroft  in  stock  spcculatiou. 

By  a  letter  from  Richard  U.  Lee  to  F.  L.  I«eo,  of  January  3,  1778,  (University  of 
Virginia  Collection),  it  appears  that  Mr.  Digges  wan  one  of  the  witueeses  to  be  sum- 
moned before  Congress  to  sustain  Arthur  Lee. 

Further  reference  to  Digges  will  bo  found  in  the  index  attached  to  his  name. 

Thornum.  ^  207.  Of  Tbomton  we  now  have  the  following  informa- 

tion drawn  from  the  correspondence  between  George  III  and 
Lord  North : 

George  III  to  Lord  North,  March  3,  1778: 

'*  The  papers  communicated  by  Mr.  Thornton  are  very  curious  ;  those  from  Edwards 
and  Forth  [secret  political  agents]  convince  me  that  France  will  inevitably  go  to 
war.''    (Correspondence  of  George  III  with  Lord  North,  ii,  14*2.) 

George  III  to  Lord  North,  March  6, 1778 : 

'*  The  intelligence  from  Mr.  Thornton  of  the  discontents  among  the  leaders  in  Ameri- 
ca, if  authentic,  will  not  only  greatly  facilitate  the  bringing  tbat  deluded  country  to 
some  reasonable  ideas,  but  will  make  France  reconsider  whether  she  ought  to  cuter 
into  a  war  when  America  may  leave  her  in  the  lurch."    (M,  143.) 

In  a  note  Mr.  Donne,  the  editor,  says  this  letter  ^^  refers  to  the 
cabals  against  Washington  in  I777-'78,"  concerning  which  Arthur  Lee 
was,  from  his  brothers  and  correspondents  Samuel  Adams  and  Lovell, 
promptly  informed. 

George  III  to  Lord  North,  March  9,  1778: 

"  I  return  the  communications  from  Mr.  Wentworth  and  Mr.  Thornton  ;  tbe  return 
of  Doano  is  a  very  fortunate  event  as  it  gives  full  time  to  the  news  transmitted  in  tbe 
Andromeda  to  take  effect,  and  I  should  naturally  conclude  may  bring  America  to  a 
state  of  tranquility."    (/d.,  145.) 

George  III  to  Lord  North,  March  10,  1778: 

"If  Mr.  Thornton's  communication  to  Lord  North  is  certain,  the  present  state  of 
fluctuation  will  soon  cease,  and  tbe  old  lion  will  be  roused,''  etc.    (/d.,  14G.) 

Thornton  had  been  in  the  British  army  and  is  unquestionably  the 
authority  from  whom  Arthur  Lee  drew  the  decoy  statements  which  lie 
forwarded  to  America  when  Thornton  was  his  secretiiry.  Nor,  when 
Thornton  was  dismissed,^ was  Lee  in  better  hands.  Ilezekiah  Ford, 
bis  next  secretary,  was  branded  by  the  Virginia  legislature  as  a  traitor. 
Stephen  Sayre,  wiio  was  secretary  to  Lee  at  Berlin,  was  at  the  best  a 


*See  Sparks'  Franklin,  ix,  ir>,  10,  note. 
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reckless  adventurer ;  and  Digges,  in  whom  he  placed  i)eculiar  trast,  was 
a  permanent  British  spy.* 
In  Arthur  Lee's  narrative  of  February  10, 1779,  he  says: 

"  Before  I  quit  thiti  article  I  mnst  observe  that  the  stock-jobbers  have  been  base 
oiiongh  t()  circulate  reports  that  my  brother,  Mr.  Isard,  and  myself  were  also  employed 
iu  Htook-Jobbing.  They  found  tbis  npon  my  having  sent  my  secretary.  Major  Thornton, 
to  London.  I  will  state  the  facts  for  the  judgment  of  Congress :  finding  M%|or  Thorn- 
ton, from  the  activity  and  intrepidity  of  his  disposition  and  his  aoqnatntance  in  the 
army  and  navy,  to  be  a  very  proper  person  to  get  me  intelligence  of  the  designs  and 
measures  of  the  enemy,  I  sent  him  to  London  for  that  purpose  with  the  following 
instructions : 

'FXBRUARY  21,  177a 

'  Instructions  to  Mr.  Thornton  :  Togo  with  all  speed  to  London  and  there  learn 
the  real  and  probable  future  force  of  Great  Britain ;  tbe  number  of  men  raised  and  to  be 
raised  and  where  stationed;  tbe  number  of  ships  and  seamen;  whether  the  harbor  of 
Shields  is  fortified,  with  all  other  information  he  may  think  of  nse.' 

*'  Ho  accordingly  brought  nie  a  very  accurate  account  of  the  number  and  dispositioD 
of  the  force  of  Great  Britain,  of  which  I  informed  Congress  in  my  letter  to  the  oom- 
mittee  dated  April  4,  177a"  t 

The  letter  referred  to  as  of  April  4,  1778,  is  probably  that  hereafter  given  under  date 
of  April  5,  1778.  It  refers  to  "  an  accurate  list  of  the  actual  and  intended  force  of 
Great  Britain  "  being  forwarded,  but  of  that  list  there  is  norecor.l  in  the  I>epartment. 

In  a  letter  of  Edward  Bridgen  to  Arthur  Lee,  of  which  the  original 
is  in  the  Harvard  collection  of  Lee  papers,  is  the  following: 

"  I  can  not  omit  by  this  conveyance  to  relate  a  circumstance  to  you  as  a  eantion. 
A  friend  of  yours  (whom  to  my  knowledge  I  never  saw),  while  I  was  at  Bath,  in 
April,  called  and  inquired  for  nie.  The  servant  told  him  where  I  was  gone.  He  left 
a  card  with  his  name  *  Mr.  J.  Thornton,  No.  6,  Broad  street,  Carnaby  Market.'  Under- 
neath, with  a  pencil,  'for  an  intimate  friend  of  Mr.  B.  at  Paris.'  At  my  return  it  was 
dulivnrud  me,  but  not  knowing  the  gentleman  I  declined  visiting  him,  especially  as 
1  have  heard  some  things  suspicions  of  him.  I  have  lately  learned  that  he  went  to 
a  Mr.  Wharton,  in  Craven  street,  and  asked  tbe  loan  of  £.'V0,  as  his  friend  Mr.  B.  was 
at  Bath.  The  gentleman  Rpared  him  £20.  I  hear  he  bos  been  out  of  town  ever  since. 
I  imagine  he  has  been  the  bearer  of  some  of  your  letters  to  me,  by  means  of  which  he 
knew  my  a«ldres8.'' 

This  letter  is  printed  in  2  Arthur  Lee's  Life,  84,  under  date  of  1777; 
but  the  editor  of  the  Calendar  of  the  Lee  MSS.  at  Harvard  gives  it  the 
date  of  July  2,  1778,  adding  *<  date  nearly  illegible ;  not  signed;  in- 
dorsed, *BridgenaboutTliornton.'"  Thatthelatterdate  approaches  cor- 
rectness appears  from  a  niemorandum  of  Samuel  Wharton,  as  to  this 
loan,  certified  on  July  13, 1778,  to  be  in  Wharton's  handwriting.  This 
is  iu  the  same  collection,  as  is  also  a  letter  from  Thornton  to  Lee,  dated 
London,  June  24,  1778. 

In  a  letter,  of  the  same  month,  to  Arthur  Lee,  among  the  LeePai)ers 
in  the  University  of  Virginia,  Arthur  Lee  is  warned  agaiust  reposing 
(^oniidence  iu  Thornton,  who,  the  writer  says,  claims  to  have  in  possess- 
ion papers  of  great  value  connected  with  the  American  legation,  and 


*  See  supra,  ^^  150,  151,  192,  206 ;  and  also  index,  title  '•  Thornton." 
t  Silas  Deaue  in  Franc**,  101 . 
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whose  character  was  not  at  the  time  sach  as  to  make  it  certaio  that  he 
would  be  proof  agai  Dst  British  gold. 

The  internal  evidence  of  Arthor  Lee's  betrayal  by  Thornton,  and  of 
the  employment  of  the  latter  by  the  British  Government  to  convey  false 
intelligence  to  France  and  America,  has  been  already  given.* 

Entries  in  the  British  forei^  office  show  that  on  Angnst  7,  1718,  copies  of  the  fol- 
lowing letters  from  Thornton  were  depositeil  in  thmt  office: 

Florida-Blmncs  to  Arthur  Lee,  May  17, 1777*  ;  Franklin,  Deaoe,  and  Arthur  Lee  to 
Vergennes,  December  8,  1777*  ;  Franklin  and  Deane  to  Congress,  December  IS,  1777 ; 
Franklin.  Dcsne,  and  Arthur  Lee  to  Congress,  December  19,  1777  ;*  Arthur  Lee  to 
Congress,  February  10,  1778. 

Of  thosto  marked  (*)  there  are  no  copies  in  the  Department  of  State  at  Washington. 
These  were  probably  the  papers  which  are  spoken  of  in  the  last  note  as  having  been 
exhibited  by  him  when  visiting  England  in  1778.  They  may  have  been  then  handed 
to  ministerial  subalterns,  and  kept  unfiled,  till,  on  a  change  of  ministry,  it  beeame 
desirable  to  put  them  on  record.  The  first  entry  may  refer  to  a  mere  acknowledgement 
of  Arthur  Leo's  letter  of  March  17,  1777,  by  Florida- Blanca,  and  its  non-retention  in 
onr  records  may  be  thus  explained. 

P.  waatworth.  |  208.  Panl  Wentworth,  thongh  of   American 

birth,  was  also  a  stipendiary  of  the  British  minis- 
try. He  was,  according  to  Sabine  t  *^  of  New  Hampshire^  A  member 
of  the  oonncil,  and  a  benefactor  of  Dartmouth  College.  He  was  disposed 
at  first,  it  seems,  to  favor  tbe  popular  cause,  since  in  1774  he  was  one 
of  the  agents  of  America  in  London,  to  whom  tbe  Continental  Congress 
directed  a  letter  to  be  sent  on  the  affairs  of  the  time.  He  was  in  Eng- 
land in  1731,  and  the  author  of  a  map  of  Holland's  survey.  The  next 
year  ho  was  in  London,  and  joined  other  loyalists  in  a  petition  to  tbe 
government  for  relief.  In  1789  Dartmouth  College  conferred  the  de- 
gree of  LL.  D.  He  died  suddenly  on  his  estate  at  Surinam  in  1793.'' 
He  was,  as  appears  by  2  Hutch  iuson's  Diary,  129, 163,  as  also  by  George 
Ill's  letters,  in  London  from  time  to  time  during  the  Revolutionary 
war,  acting  as  agent  for  Lord  North.| 

Of  Wentworth  George  III  thus  spoke: 

"The  two  letters  from  Mr.  Wentworth  are  certeiinly  cnrions,  bat  as  Edward9iB  a 
stock  jobber  as  well  as  a  double  spy,  no  other  faitb  can  be  placed  in  bis  intelligence 
but  tbat  it  suits  bis  private  views  to  make  us  expect  tbe  French  court  mean  war 
whilst  undoubtedly  there  is  good  ground  to  think  that  event  is  more  distant  than  we 
might  suppose  six  mouths  ago.  Mr.  Wentworth  I  suspect,  is  also  a  dabbler  in  the 
alley,  and  as  such  may  have  views ;  I  am  certain  ho  has  ouo ;  the  wish  of  getting 
some  employment."  (George  111  to  Lord  North,  September  27,  1777 ;  2  Correspond- 
ence, etc.,  B3.) 

According  to  the  editor  be  was  subsequently  in  communication  with 
Silas  Deane  and  the  French  iniuistry.§ 


*  Supra,  i  l&O. 
t  2  American  Loyalists,  413. 

t  See  1  Hutchinson's  Diary,  186,  21S;  2  id.  129,  1G3;  2  Correspondenoe  George  III 
with  Ix>rd  Nort.h,  77  note ;  id.  83,  87,  105,  109. 
i  2  Correspondenoe  Qeorge  III  with  Lord  North,  77. 
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DEVELOPMENT  OF  CONSTITUTIONAL  LIMITATIONS. 

Growth  of  exocuUTo  oo-ordi-       ^  209.  lu  the  preceding  pages  is  displayed  the 

gradual  development  during  the  BeTolation  of 
the  executive  department  as  co-ordinate  with  the  legislative  in  respect 
to  our  foreign  affairs.  We  have  seen  that  in  FrankliUi  when  in  FranoBi 
the  management  of  those  affairs,  partly  by  vote  of  Oougress,  partly 
through  his  personal  ascendency,  was  largely  vested.  We  have  seen* 
how  their  domestic  supervision  was  placed,  at  the  outset,  in  a  secret 
special  committee ;  *  how  it  was  then  transferred  to  a  permanent  stand- 
ing committee,  which,  though  supposed  merely  to  express  the  legis- 
lative will,  often  spoke  independently;  and  how  Anally,  after  a  long 
struggle,  a  distinct  executive  department  for  foreign  affairs  was  con- 
stituted. We  have  seen,  also,  with  what  consummate  ability  this  de- 
partment was  managed,  in  full  concert  with  Franklin,  by  Robert  B. 
Livingston,  the  department  growing  in  strength  and  independence  until 
after  an  interval  which  showed  its  necessity  it  was  filled  b3'^  Jay,  who 
exercised,  according  to  the  dispatches  of  the  French  minister  then  in  this 
country,  an  authority  in  matters  executive  with  which  Congress  did  not 
undertake  to  interfere.  Nor  did  this  growth  of  executive  oo-ordinate- 
ness  exhibit  itself  exclusively  in  foreign  relations.  It  was  so  in  finance, 
over  which,  after  the  incapacity  of  committees  for  financial  work  had 
been  demonstrated  by  many  disasters,  Morris  was.  granted  a  control 
which  each  day  became  more  and  more  closely  assimilated  to  that  ex- 
ercised by  the  executive  department  of  the  government  at  the  present 
day.  It  was  so  in  military  affairs,  in  which  Washington  gradually 
assumed  the  position  which  the  executive  now  exercises  in  such  affairs. 
Thus  it  was  that  even  Congress  itself,  which  had  at  first  been  the  sole 
organ  of  government,  accepted,  under  force  of  circumstances,  the  "es- 
tablishment,''in  response  to  Washington's  appeal  of  January  29,  1781, 
as  given  below,  <<of  executives  or  ministers  in  the  departments  of 


*  Of  the  way  in  which  this  committee,  OTen  when  reduced  to  a  membership  of  one 
or  two,  sometimes  acted  on  its  own  responsibility  we  have  an  iUustration  in  a  letter 
from  Whipple  on  Oct.  22,  1777,  to  Lovell,  where  the  latter  is  spoken  of  as  "prime 
minister  for  forcii^n  affairs/'  (Langdon  Papers,  Sparks'  MSS.,  Harvard  CoHege,  Tol. 
52.)  Lovell,  it  must  be  remembered,  was  a  devnted  follower  of  Samael  Adaoia,  aiid 
a  persistent  opposor,  with  Adams,  of  a  distinct  executive  organisaiioa. 
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flnauces,  war,  the  marine,  and  foreign  affairs."*  The  Oonstitation  of 
the  United  States  did  not  make  this  distribution  of  power.  It  woald 
be  more  proper  to  say  that  this  distribution  of  power  made  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States. 

Character  ^^jJPJ|^*^*"»  •"<*  §  210.  Of  the  vehement  and  persistent  oppo- 
sition to  this  distribution  of  power  we  have  had 
abundant  proof  in  the  preceding  pages.  We  have  seen  how  incessant 
and  how  earnest  were  the  attempts  to  strip  Washington  of  ezeontive 
functions  essential  to  his  office  as  commander-in-chief,  and  how  reforms 
he  sought  for  were  refused  and  plans'  he  cherished  thwarted,  until  it 
seemed  almost  as  if  his  resignation  would  be  forcerl.t  We  have  seen 
how  systematic  and  determined  was  the  opposition  to  Franklin,  to  Liv- 
ingston, and  to  Morris ;(  and  tbe  correspondence  in  tlie  following  pages 
will  show  tbat  this  opposition  continued  to  rage  with  almost  unabated 
fury  until  peace  was  finally  determined.  Nor  was  it  only  in  public  action. 
The  papers  of  Samuel  Adams,  now  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Bancroft,  and 
those  of  Arthur  Lee,  now  deposited  in  Cambridge,  in  Philadelphia,  and 
in  the  University  of  Virginia,  show  that  animosity  to  executive  author- 
ity which  in  Congress  took  the  shape  of  legislation,  was  a  dogma  which 
burned  in  the  breasts  of  those  possessed  by  it  with  a  fierceness  of  zeal 
by  which  they  were  consumed.§    In  more  than  one  letter  of  grave  im- 

'  Hamilton,  three  nonths  later,  on  Apr.  30,  1781,  tUus  wrote  to  Morris:  ''I  was 
among  the  flrst  who  were  convinced  that  an  administration  hy  single  men  was  essen- 
tial to  the  proper  management  of  the  affairs  of  this  conntry.  I  am  persuaded  now 
it  is  the  only  resonroe  we  have  to  extricate  ourselves  from  the  distresses  which 
threaten  the  suhversion  of  oar  cause/'  (1  Hamilton's  Works,  hy  Hamilton,  223.) 
But  true  as  was  this  position,  Hamilton  had  heon  anticipated  in  the  support  of  it  not 
only  by  Washington,  but  by  Franklin,  by  Jay,  and  by  Jefferson. 

^SuprOf  $  11. 

tSuprafiUff, 

$  Washington's  sense  of  the  danger  to  which  the  country  was  thus  exposed  is 
expressed  in  the  following  passage  in  a  letter  to  Qeorge  Mason  of  March  29,  1779,  a 
time  when  the  onset  on  executive  authority  was  at  its  height: 

"  I  have  scon,  without  desponding  even  for  a  moment,  the  hours  which  America  has 
styled  her  gloomy  ones,  bnt  I  have  behold  no  day  since  the  commoncoment  of  hostili- 
ties that  I  have  thonght  her  liberties  in  such  imminent  danger  as  at  present.  Friends 
and  foes  seem  now  to  combine  to  pull  down  the  goodly  fabric  we  have  hUherio  been  raieing 
at  theexpenee  of  so  much  iimef  blood,  and  treasure,  and  unless  the  bodies  politic  will  exert 
themselves  to  bring  things  back  to  first  principles,  correct  abuses,  and  punish  our 
internal  foes,  inevitable  ruin  must  follow.''  (1  Bancroft's  Hist,  of  Constitution,  281.) 
We  find  here  the  raising  '*  a  goodly  fabric,"  and  not  the  more  destruction  of  British 
authority,  set  up  as  the  object  of  the  Revolution.  And  how  earnestly  his  mind  was 
occupied  with  the  raising  and  completing  this  fabric  is  shown  from  another  passage, 
where  he  dilates  on  the  importance  of  obtaining  the  services  in  the  federal  system  of 
men  distinguished  for  capacity  and  wisdom  in  the  States;  and  the  way  in  which  he 
presses  this  shows  a  conviction  on  his  part  that  these  qualities  were  wanting  in 
Congress:  **  No  man  who  wishes  well  to  the  liberties  of  his  country,  and  desires  to  see 
its  rights  establi^hedf  can  avoid  crying  out,  where  are  our  men  of  abilities  t  Why  do 
they  not  come  forth  to  save  their  country  t    Let  this  voice,  my  dear  sir,  call  upon  you, 
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port  we  find  it  declared  that  to  stop  the  usarpation  tbeo  io  progress  a 
'^Brutas"  will  be  needed;  and  so  serious  was  this  feeling  that  Willian 
LeCi  iu  a  letter  to  Richard  H.  Lee  ot  March  26, 1770,  tells  of  his  calling 
a  sou  '<  Brutus,  lest  there  should  be  in  his  time  a  Tarqain  or  a  Onsar 
in  America.''  Every  one  who  appreciates  the  truly  heroic  and  sincere 
character  of  Samuel  Adams,  by  whom  the  same  views  were  held, 
must  feel  that  it  is  imi>o68ib]e  to  attribute  his  course  in  this  respect  and 
that  of  his  associates  to  mere  personal  dislike  to  those  whom  they  so 
bitterly  assailed.  We  must  seek  for  a  motive  for  their  action  in  the 
conscientious  repugnance  felt  by  them  to  executive  authority.  For 
this  repugnance  we  may  find  the  following  reasons : 

(1)  Their  temper,  as  we  have  seen,  was  destructive,  not  construc- 
tive. With  the  pulling  down  of  British  authority  they  were  exclusively 
concerned.    They  could  not  fight  and  build  at  the  same  time.    Thqr 

JefToreon,  and  others.  Do  not,  from  a  mistaken  opinion  that  wo  are  aboat  to  stidowa 
under  onr  own  vine  and  onr  own  fig  tree,  let  onr  hitherto  noble  struggle  end  in  Iguth 
minj."  (1  Bancroa's  Hist,  of  Constitntiou,  282. )  In  a  letter  to  Duane  of  Dec  20,  ITUP, 
he  says,  "if  Congress  suppose  iUni,  hoards  composed  of  their  body,  and  al«Hiy«  JliMlaalisff 
are  competent  to  the  great  business  of  war  (which  requires  not  only  oloee  applieatioa 
but  a  constant  and  uniform  train  of  thinlcing  and  acting)  they  wUl  moat  aoaoredlj 
deceive  themselves.  Many,  many  instances  might  be  deduced  in  proof  of  this,  but  to 
a  mind  so  observant  as  yours  there  is  no  need  to  enumerat-e  them.''  (Id,,  883.)  On 
Jan.  29,  1781,  writing  sgain  to  Duane  he  says:  "There  are  some  political  regnlatloivi 
of  groat  importance  which  I  have  exceedingly  at  heart,  and  which  are  drai^n  nemr  to 
a  conclusion.  The  principal  metisures  to  which  I  allude  are  the  atabliskment  of  exmm- 
tives  or  ministers  in  the  dejfartments  of  finances,  war,  the  marine,  and  foreign  affairs;  the 
accomplishment  of  tht^  coufoderatioii;  the  procuring  to  Congress  an  augmentation 
of  power,  and  permanent  revenues  for  currying  on  the  war."     {Id.,  283.) 

TluH  tendency  to  Htrip  the  executive  department  of  tlie  general  Government  of  au- 
thority is  illuRtratod  by  the  action  of  the  Lees  in  securing  in  the  Virginia  legislature 
in  1783  a  repeal  of  the  duty  law.  '*  I  have  boon  told,"  says  Governor  Harrison  in  a 
letter  to  Washington  of  March  31,  178:{,  '*  it  was  done  by  Richard  II.  and  Arthur  Lee, 
and  that  their  arguments  wore  such  as  you  have  seen  from  Rhode  Island  [which  had 
refused  to  pay  its  quota  of  federal  taxes].  The  act  was  certainly  brought  in  by  them 
in  the  latter  part  of  the  session  when  the  house  was  very  thin,  and  hurried  throagh 
without  duo  consideration.  Tlie^^  were  so  very  quick  that  the  mischief  was  dooe 
before  I  knew  they  had  the  Hubject  under  consideration  or  they  probably  would  have 
missed  their  aim."    (1  Bancroft's  Hist,  of  Coustitntion,  301.) 

Arthur  and  Richard  II.  Leo  alHO  were  strenuous  opponents  of  the  impost  law  by 
which  it  was  afterwards  attempted  to  discharge  Virginia's  liabilities  to  the  general 
Government.  (See  Jefferson  to  Madison,  May  7,  1783;  Richard  H.  Lee  to  Whipple, 
July  1, 1883,  1  Bancroft's  Hist,  of  Constitution,  318.) 

On  the  other  hand,  the  sincerity  of  Richard  H.  Lee's  conviction  of  the  peril  of  exeoa- 
>  tive  co-ordinancy  is  shown  by  the  following  letter  written  by  him  when  he  thought 
the  battle  lost: 

"Few,  I  believe,  feel  more  sensibly  than  myself  how  much  our  unhappy  country 
suffers  and  is  likely  to  suffer  from  the  want  of  those  qualities,  and  such  conduct  is  cer- 
tainly indispensable  to  the  success  and  well  being  of  society.  It  would  aeeni  that 
such  feelings  are  natural  to  a  man  who  has  the  misfortune  to  see  his  country  likely  io  Joss 
those  blessings  of  liberty  that  he  has  so  long  and  so  strenuously  labored  to  soemro  for  it.^ 
(Richard  H.  Lee  to  Monroe,  January  6,  1784 ;  I  Bancroft's  Hist,  of  Couatitntion,  337.) 
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naturally  became jealousl;^  attached  to  tbeorgaDizatlou,  iu  itself  uothing 
more  thau  a  league,  which  had  come  into  existence  simply  for  the  pur- 
pose of  overthrowing  the  tyraut.  And  this  orgauizatiou  was  none  the 
less  sacred  to  them  from  the  fact  that  in  it  their  eloquence,  their 
vehemence,  their  directness  of  purpose,  made  them  the  leaders. 

(2)  Their  political  career,  as  we  have  seen,  had  been  one  exclusively 
of  opposition  to  executive  encroachment;  aud  the  executives  with  whom 
they  thus  came  in  collision  were  to  them  tyrants  who  impregnated  with 
tyranny  the  system  of  executive  authority  whatever  shape  it  assumed. 

(3)  The  idea  of  executive  co-ordinate  with  legislature,  familiar  and  in- 
deed necessary  as  it  appears  to  us,  was  theu  new  in  politics,  and  even 
now  is  put  into  practice  only  in  the  United  States.  ''Though  he,"  says 
Cromwell's  latest  biographer,*  '' distrusted  and  disliked  a  parliamentary 
executive,  he  clung  to  a  civil  and  legal  executive.  From  first  to  last,  after 
the  closing  of  the  Long  Parliament,  he  struggled  for  five  years  to  realize 
his  fixed  idea  of  a  dual  government — neither  a  dictator  without  a  par- 
liament, nor  a  parliament  without  a  head  of  the  executive.  With 
dogged  iteration  he  repeats :  ^  The  government  shall  rest  with  a  single 
person  and  a  parliament,  the  parliament  making  all  laws  and  voting 
all  sup})lies,  co-ordinate  with  the  authority  of  the  chief  person,  aud  not 
meddling  with  the  executive.'  This  was  his  idea,  an  idea  which  the 
people  of  England  have  rejected,  but  which  the  people  of  America  have 
adopted.  More  than  a  century  later  the  founders  of  the'  United  States 
revived  and  established  Oliver's  ideal,  basing  it  upon  popular  election, 
a  thing  which,  in  1654,  was  impossible  iu  England." 

Whatever  we  may  think  of  Mr.  Harrison's  position  that  Gromwell 
desired  to  institute  a  distribution  of  power  such  as  now  exists  in  the 
United  States,  there  is  no  question  that  he  is  right  in  maintaining  that 
in  England,  through  the  fact  that  the  ministry  is  virtually  but  a  com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons,  the  co-ordinancy  of  executive  and 
legislature  does  not  exist.  That  the  idea  of  such  co-ordinancy  was 
incomprehensible  to  revolutionary  France  is  shown  by  the  utter  failure 
of  the  attempts  of  La  Fayette  and  the  Lameths  to  transplant  it  to 
France  from  America,  f  But  that  it  was  a  condition  called  for  by  the 
public  conscience  and  political  environments  of  the  United  States,  and 
that  it  is  essential  to  the  prosperity  of  the  United  States,  in  foreign 
as  well  as  in  domestic  affairs,  our  subsequent  history  has  shown. 
And  it  is  interesting  to  observe  that  by  none  of  our  statesmen  was  the 
acknowledgment  of  this  adaptation  more  promptly  made  than  by  the  emi- 
nent men  by  whom  the  policy  of  this  co-ordination  was  most  vehemently 
resisted.  Richard  H.  Lee  and  Patrick  Henry,  who  continued  their  op- 
position to  it  until  they  almost  succeeded  in  defeating  the  federal  con- 
stitution which  adopted  it,  became,  during  Washington's  last  term,  not 
only  supporters  of  Washington,  but  decided  federalists.    John  Adams, 

•  Oliver  Cromwell,  by  Frcderks  Harrison,  pp.  193-194.  iSupra,  $  78. 
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in  his  notious  of  csCciitive  iudepeudeiice,  weut,  still  further.*  Samuel 
Adams  did  not  in  tho  line  of  reaction  go  so  far;  but  after  grave  delib- 
eration ho  gave  his  support  to  the  federal  constitntioni  thereby  insuring 
its  acceptance  b^'  Massachusetts ;  and  as  governor  of  Miissachnsetts  he 
frequently  took  occasion  to  show  that  this  co-ordinateness  of  executive 
with  legislature  was  a  doctriue  practically  approved  by  himself.  It  is 
true  that  with  Jefl'erson  he  held  that  no  functions  were  to  be  exercised 
by  either  executive  or  legislature  unless  such  functions  were  expressly 
given  to  them  by  the  Constitution ;  but  with  Jefferson  he  learned  t<> 
hold  that  liberty  and  order  alike  depended  on  the  legislature  and 
executive  remaining  coordinate  as  the  Constitution  prescribes. 

*  Supra,  $  14. 
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